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V BEFORE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL.-.'j

PESHAWAR:^ ..>1*̂

SERVICE APPEAL NO. 230/2016

Date of institution ... 11.03.2016
Date of judgment ... 10.05.2017

Imtiaz Muhammad/Ex-Sub Engineer, PHE Division, Nowshera. 
R/o Village Badraga, PO Dagi, Tehsil Razar, District Swabi.

(Appellant)

VERSUS

1. The Govt: of KhyberPakhtunkhwa through Chief Secretary Civil Secretariat, Peshawar. ■ ,
2. The Secretary to Govt; of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Public Health Engineering Department 

Peshawar.
3. The Chief Engineer (South) Public Health Engineering Department Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, 

Peshawar.

(Respondents)

,* .APPEAL UNDER SECTION-4 OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE 
TRIBUNAL ACT, 1974 AGAINST THE IMPUGNED NOTIFICATION 
DATED 11.11.2015 WHEREBY APPELLANT WAS IMPOSED UPON THE 
MAJOR PENALTY OF REMOVAL FROM SERVICE WITH RECOVERY 
OF PECUNIARY LOSS OF RS. 791999/- AGAINST WHICH APPELLANT 
REFERRED REVIEW PETITION ON 19.11.2015 BUT THE SAME WAS 
NOT DISPOSED OF WITHIN THE STATUTORY PERIOD OF 90 DAYS.
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;

Mr. Khalid Rehman, Advocate.
Mr. Sardar Ali Raza, Advocate.
Mr. Usman Ghani, District Attorney

For Appellant 
For respondents.

/

.. MEMBER (EXECUTIVE) 
.. MEMBER(JUDICIAL)

MR. AHMAD HASSAN ,
MR. MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI

JUDGMENT

Imtiaz Muhammad, Ex-Sub EngineerAHMAD HASSAN. MEMBER:

hereinafter referred to as appellant, through the,instant appeal under section-4 of Khyber 

Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal Act 1974 against the impugned notification dated 11.11.2015

whereunder major penalty of removal from service with recovery of pecuniary loss of Rs. 

791999/- was imposed on him, against which appellant preferred review petition on 19.11.2015 

but the same was not disposed of within the statutory period of 90 days.
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Brief facts of the case giving rise to the instant appeal are that the appellant was serving2.

as Sub-Engineer in the Public Health Engineering Department. On receipt of a written

complaint lodged by respondent No.3 regarding alleged irregularities in the Water Supply and

Sanitation Scheme of “Sadu Khel/Asha Khel District Nowshera,” the appellant was suspended

from service vide notification dated 03.01.2014. Disciplinary proceedings were initiated by

serving Charge Sheet and Statement of Allegations on charges of inefficiency, misconduct and

corruption. In response to the same appellant submitted detailed reply. After observing codal

formalities major penalty of removal from service alongwith recovery of Rs. 791999/- was

imposed on him vide impugned order dated 11.11.2015. He filed departmental appeal on

19.11.2015 but the same was not disposed of within the statutory period of 90 days, hence the

instant service appeal.
/I

3. Learned counsel for the appellant argued that some irregularities were noticed in the

execution of “Water Supply and Sanitation Scheme in Sadu Khel/Asha Khel, District

Nowshera”. Pipe Line at Sadu Khel/ Asha Khel was laid according to the approved

plan/specification and technical sanction(TS). Respondent No.3 in the DDWP meeting held on

06.09.2013 confirmed that due to flood some pipe washed away, some was stolen and

remaining was in the custody of the contractor. He suggested that pipe should be deducted in

the revised PC-I, which was agreed by the forum. During execution of the scheme the locals of 

^ the above village were not allowing the labour to work and were also involved in uprooting the 

pipes and the matter was also reported to the police on 17.05.2010 and 25.05.2010. It is known

to everyone that locals of the area removed the pipes and the Executive Engineer, PHE 

Division, Nowshera reported the matter to the Police vide letter dated 17.12.2013 and SDO 

through letter dated 30.12.2013. These facts were also brought to the notice of the enquiry 

committee that pipes stolen by the locals were still in their possession. Despite admission by 

the Chief Engineer in the meeting held on 06.09.2013 and reports lodged with local police 

pipes were not recovered from the locals, while proposed recovery of loss sustained by the 

govt: exchequer from the appellant is beyond comprehension. The appellant remained attached 

with the project till May, 2010 and during that period the scheme was completed. The Scheme

J
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1 could not be activated for want of electricity connection though advance payment was made to

WAPDA. However, complaint was lodged after three years when the new Government came

into power. It was alleged that pipe was laid longitudinally in the nullah but actually it was a

dry “Khuwar” and not “Nullah” and pipes were laid in accordance with specification and

technical sanction. It is quite strange that no action was taken against the contractor and even

security to the tune of Rs. 600000/- was also released. He was transferred to Dir Lower on

24.05.2010. The charge of the post was handed over to Umer Hayat, Sub-Engineer who

completed the remaining portion of rising main of Sadu Khel Section while work on

distribution was already completed during the tenure of the appellant. The enquiry committee

failed to bring solid documentary evidence in support of the charges leveled against the

appellant. Regular enquiry was not conducted in this case in accordance with law and rules and

opportunity of defense was denied to the appellant. Despite written request opportunity of

cross examining the witnesses was denied to the appellant. He was also not afforded

opportunity of personal hearing. Double punishment was awarded to the appellant in violation 

of law and rules. The said scheme was also operationalized and PC-IV duly signed by the XEN 

concerned and others was handed over to the Finance Department for creation of posts for 

operational staff on 15.03.2011 which were accordingly sanctioned without raising any

objection and appointments were also made

4. Learned District Attorney while resisting the appeal argued that enquiry was conducted 

in the mode and manners prescribed in the rules. The enquiry committee in its report held that 

standard specification of PHED were not followed while laying pipes on ground/rocky surface\j
no proper clamping was observed due to non installation of the distribution system of the 

scheme. The payment was made in advance without execution of work at site. The enquiry 

committee also assessed the losses caused to the government exchequer and proportionate 

share of the appellant and others was also worked out. Though the scheme was completed on

30.06.2010 but was not operationalized due to non existence of raising/pumping main and

distribution system in the village.
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We have heard arguments of learned counsel for the appellant and learned District5.

Attorney for the respondents and have gone through the record available on file.

6. A plain reading of the enquiry report reveals indifferent, callous, unprofessional and

casual attitude/approach of the enquiry committee in conducting enquiry in the case in hand.

Their lackluster and poor performance is evident from para-4 of the enquiry report when they

proposed that a departmental committee of senior level engineers may be constituted for

determining the exact loss caused to the government which shall be recovered from the

accused officers/officials according to their role and responsibility. We are at a loss to

understand that if the matter was to be probed by a departmental committee then what was the

task/mandate and responsibility of the enquiry committee constituted by the Chief Minister

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa to probe this case. In addition to this in para-3 of the recommendations.

the committee proposed imposition of minor penalty and recovery of loss sustained by

government from the accused officers/officials. It may not out of place to mention here that

their mandate was restricted only to the extent whether charges leveled against the appellant 

and others were proved or not. As such this recommendation was against the spirit of E&D 

Rules, 2011. In view of inherent contradictions, discrepancies and shortcomings in the inquiry

report the respondent no. 3 (Secretary P.H.E) vide letter dated 16/6/2014 directed the enquiry 

committee to review its earlier report. Again revised report was submitted on 9/9/2014 after
/

making cosmetic changes and without doing justice with the assigned task. Modus operand! 

adopted by the member technical further made the inquiry report sketchy and controversial,

when he wrote a letter to the Secretary PHE Department on 02.09.2014 to get required 

calculations about losses. It was received by the XEN Nowshera on 08.09.2014, while the\J
supplementary report was submitted on 09.09.2014. The enquiry committee further deviated 

from their basic responsibility when they approached the Executive Engineer PHED Nowshera 

vide letter dated 3/7/2014 to provide/work out the details of losses caused to the government 

exchequer due to the negligence of accused officers/officials. Primarily it was the 

responsibility of the enquiry to workout/assess these details. As measurements were not carried

out by the enquiry committee then how exact losses were ascertained?. It makes the whole

-
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exercise dubious and controversial. It is a well-settled principle that prosecution brings

oral/documentary evidence on record in support of charges leveled against the accused, hence,

burden is shifted on the accused to prove his innocence and belie the prosecution evidence, but

the respondents failed to bring any solid documentary evidence against the accused on record.

As required under the rules copy of enquiry report was not annexed with the show cause notice

served on appellant. Only copy of supplementary report was provided. Pipe Line at Sadu IGiei/

Asha Khel was laid according to the approved plan/specification and technical sanction(TS).

Respondent No.3 in the DDWP meeting held on 06.09.2013 confirmed that due to flood some

pipe washed away, some was stolen and remaining was in the custody of the contractor. He

suggested that pipe should be deducted in the revised PC-I, which was agreed by the forum.

During execution of the scheme the locals of the above village were not allowing the labour to

work and were also involved in uprooting the pipes and the matter was also reported to the

police on 17.05.2010 and 25.05.2010. It is known to everyone that locals of the area removed

the pipes and the Executive Engineer, PHE Division, Nowshera reported the matter to the

Police vide letter dated 17.12.2013 and SDO through letter dated 30.12.2013. These facts were

also brought to the notice of the enquiry committee that pipes stolen by the locals were still in 

their possession. Despite admission by the Chief Engineer in the meeting held on 06.09.2013 

and reports lodged with local police pipes were not recovered from the locals, while proposed 

recovery of loss sustained by the govt: exchequer from the appellant is beyond comprehension. 

The appellant remained attached with the project till May, 2010 and during that period the 

scheme was completed. The Scheme could not be activated for want of electricity connection 

though advance payment was made to WAPDA. However, complaint was lodged after three 

years when the new government came into power. It was alleged that pipe was laid 

longitudinally in the nullah but actually it was a dry “Khuwar” and not “Nullah” and pipes 

were laid in accordance with specification and technical sanction. It is quite strange that 

action was taken against the contractor and even security to the tune of Rs. 600000/- was also 

released. He was transferred to Dir Lower on 24.05.2010. The charge of the post was handed 

to Umer Hayat, Sub-Engineer who completed the remaining portion of rising main of 

Sadu Khel Section while work on distribution was already completed during the tenure of the

no
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appellant. Double punishment was awarded to the appellant in violation of law and rules. The

said scheme was also operationalized and PC-IV duly signed by the XEN concerned and others

was handed over to the Finance Department for creation of posts for operational staff on
/

15.03.2011 which were accordingly sanctioned without raising any objection and appointments

were also made. The appellant was also denied opportunity of personal hearing by the
I
i

competent authority and statements of witnesses were also not recorded nor the appellant was

provided an opportunity to cross examine the witnesses. It is a big question mark that despite

lodging report with Police about stolen pipes no action was taken against the culprits while the

appellant was penalized. The charge sheet and statement of allegations appear generalized,

vague and inconclusive, as clear demarcation of roles and responsibilities of accused

officers/officials extent of their involvement in this case has not been clearly spelt out.

7. In view of the fore-going, we are constrained to accept the instant appeal by setting

aside the impugned order dated 11.11.2015 and appellant is reinstated into service from the

date of removal from service and direct to the respondents to conduct de~novo enquiry

strictly in accordance with law and rules within a period of three months from the date of

receipt of this judgment. Issue of back benefits shall be subject to outcome of the de-novo

inquiry. Appellant may be fully associated with the inquiry proceedings. All formalities

given in the rules must be observed. If the respondents failed to conduct the de-novo enquiry

within the stipulated period, the appellant shall be deemed to have been reinstated in service

from the date of removal from service with all back benefits.

8. Our this single judgment will also dispose of in the same manner appeals No.

267/2016 titled Umar Hayat, No. 314/2016 titled M. Yousaf Jan and No.214/2016, titled

Nasir Latif Baloch where common question of law and facts are involved.

ANNOUNCED
10.05.2017

AHMAD HASSAN) 
MEMBER i

(MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI) 
MEMBER

5
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20.04.2017 Appellant alongwith his counsel present. Mr. Muhammad 

Amin, Superintendent and Basharat Ali,: Assistant alongwith Mr. 

Usman Ghani, Senior Government Pleader for the respondents also 

present. Arguments heard. To come up for order on 10.05.2017. Till 

further orders recovery shall not be made from the appellant.

Ar/T''
(Ahmafd Hassan) 

Member
(Muhammad Amin Khan Kundi) 

Member

10.05.2017 Appellant with counsel and Mr. Usman Ghani, District

Attorney alongwith Mr. Muhammad Amin, Supdt and Basharat

Ali, Assistant for respondents present.

Vide our detailed judgment of today consists of six pages 

placed on file, we are constrained to accept the instant appeal by 

setting aside the impugned order dated 11.11.2015 and appellant ,is 

reinstated into service from the date of removal from Service and 

direct to the respondents to conduct de-novo enquiry strictly in 

accordance with law and rules within a period of three months 

from the date of receipt of this judgment. Issue of back benefits 

. shall be subject to outcome of the de-novo inquiry. Appellant may 

be fully associated with the inquiry proceedings. All formalities 

given in the rules must be observed. If the respondents failed to 

conduct the de-novo enquiry within the stipulated period, the 

appellant shall be deemed to have been reinstated in service from 

the date of removal from service with all back benefits. Parties are 

however, left to bear their own costs. File be consigned to the 

record room.
i

Announced
10.05.2017

V

AHMAD HASSAN) 
MEMBERV

Hy\%
(MUHAMMAD AMIN KHAN KUNDI) 

MEMBER
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20.01.20-17 Appellant with counsel, Mr. Muhammad Yasin, Superintendent & 

Basharat Khan, Assistant alongwith Mr. Ziauilah, GP for respondents 

present. Learned counsel for appellant Mr. Khalid Rahman, Advocate is in 

attendance but arguments could not be heard as the two identical appeals 

emerging the same inquiry has been adjourned due to , absence of their 

counsel. To come up for arguments on 22.02.2017 before D.B. Till further 

orders recovery shall not be made from the appellant.

!;
•f:

■j:
I*

(AHMAD HASSAN) 
MEMBER

(ASHFAQUE TAJ) 
MEMBER

i

••• 22:02.2017 Clerk to counsel for the appellant and Addl: AG for 

respondents present. Argument could not be heard due to 

general strike of the bar. To come up for arguments on 

17.03.2017 before D.B.

i:

!,

|; (MUHAMM^ AAMIR NAZIR) 
; MEMBER

;;

(AHMAD HASSAN) 
MEMBER

!.I

.1

• i:

17:03.2017 Appellant in person and Addl: AG alongwith Mr. 

Muhammad Yaseen, Supdt and Mr. Basharat, Assistant . for 

respondents present. Appellant requested for adjournment. 

Adjourned. To come up for arguments on 20.04.2017. Till further 

orders recovery shall not be made from the appellant/r
]..

(MUITAMMAD AAMIR NAZIR) 
MEMBER

!.
(ASHFAQUE TAJ) 

MEMBER
i; ■;•
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Appellant in person, M/S Muharnmad Yaseen, Superintendent, 

and Muhammad Ali, Superintendent alongwith Additional AG for 

respondents present. Written reply not submitted and requested for • 

further time. Last chance given for submission of written reply. File to • 
comk up for vyritten reply/comments on 02.08.2016 before S.B 

alongwith connected appeals. The restraint order shall continue.

pS 23.06.2016
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MEMBER

Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Muhammad Yasin, 

Superintendent alongwith Additional AG for respondents 

present. Written reply not submitted despite last opportunity. 

Requested for furthe^r time. Another last opportunity granted! To 

come up for written' reply/comments on 25.08.2016 before S.B 

alongwith connected appeals. Till further orders recovery shall 

not be made from the appellant.

0108.2016
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Clerk to 'counsel for the appellant M/S Muhammad, Ali, 

Supdt and Yasin Khan, Supdt alongwith Addl. AG for respondents 

present. Written reply submitted. The appeal is assigned to D.B for 

rejoinder and final hearing on 3.10.2016. Till further recovery shall 

- not be made from the appellant.

08.2016' 25
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Counsel for the appellant present. Learned counsel for the 

appellant argued that the appellant was serving as Sub-Engineer in PHE 

Department when subjected to inquiry on the allegations of corruption, 

misappropriation, professional misconduct and inefficiency and 

removed from service vide impugned order dated 11.11.2015 where- 

against he preferred departmental representation on 19.11.2015 which 

was not responded and hence the instant service appeal on 11.3.2016.

That the appellant was afforded no opportunity of hearing and 

that the inquiry was not conducted in the prescribed manners and, 

moreover, no opportunity of cross-examination was extended to the 

appellant and, furthermore, the appellant is awarded two punishments 

apd as such the impugned order is against facts and law and liable to be 

seaside.

22.03.2016

Points urged need consideration. Admit. Subject to deposit of

security and process fee within 10 days, notices be issued to the
>'• *

respondents for written reply/comments for 28.4.2016 before S.B. 

Notice of stay application be also issued for the date fixed. Till further 

orders no recovery be made from the appellant.

Cha

28.4.2016 Appellant in person and M^S. Muhammad Yaseen, 

Supdt. and Muhammad AH, Sqpdt.alongwith Addl. AG for 

the respondents present, jlequested for adjournment. To 

come up for wriiien repiy/copiments on 23.06.2016 before 

S.B. T he restraint order ^hsll continue.

{
h
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. ^3^ 72016
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Imtiaz Muhammad Appellant

Versus f
t

The Govt, of KPK and others Respondents

INDEX

IBiliiiftlta IM
1. Memo of Service Appeal 1-6
2. Complaint 28.11.2013 A 7-8
3. Suspension Notification 03.01.2014 B 0-9

Charge Sheet and Statement of 
Allegations4. 03.01.2014 C 10-14

5. Reply to Charge Sheet D 15-20
Enquiry Report with application 
for providing the same 6. E 21-25

7. Reply/Clarification to queries F 26-34
8. Application for cross-examination G 0-35
9. Show Cause Notice H 0-36
10. Reply to Show Cause Notice I 37-40
11. Impugned Notification 11.11.2015 J 0-41
12. Review Petition 19.11.2015 K 42-45

General abstract of cost of AM&R 
of the Water Supply Schemes in 
District Nowshera

13. L 46-47

17.05.2010
25.05.2010

14. Letters to SHO PS Nowshera M 48-49

15. Letter of XEN PHE Division, NSR 17.12.2013 N 0-50
16. Letter of SDO 30.12.2013 O 0-51

Letter of Respondent No.3 to the 
XEN PHE Division, Nowshera17. 11.09.2013 P 0-52

Statements recorded by the I.O of 
Police Post Malangi■18. Q 53-55

19. Letter of Minister R 0-56
20. Transfer order of appellant 24.05.2010 S 0-57

Minutes of the DDWP held on 
06.09.201321. T 58-62
Letter thereby PC-IV was 
sanctioned by Finance Department22. 15.03.2011 U 63-65

23. Wakalat Nama

Appella^4
Through

Suw^me Court of 1
3-D, Haroon Mansion 
Khyber Bazar, Peshawar

'Pakistan

Dated: /03/2016



1

^^ORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. /2016
■?(...... -■

Imtiaz Muhammad.
Ex-Sub Engineer 
PHE Division, Nowshera 
R/o Village Badraga, PO Dagi, 
Tehsil Razar, District Swabi ...

i

..Appellant

Versus

1. The Govt, of Khvber Pakhtunkhwa
through Chief Secretary, 
Civil Secretariat, Peshawar.

2. The Secretary
to Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Public Health Engineering Department.

3. The Chief Engineer (South)
Public Health Engineering Department 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar........ Respondents

f
SERVICE APPEAL UNDER SECTION 4 OF THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

SERVICE TRIBUNALS ACT, 1974 AGAINST THE IMPUGNED 

NOTIFICATION DATED 11.11.2015 WHEREBY APPELLANT WAS IMPOSED 

UPON THE MAJOR PENALTY OF REMOVAL FROM SERVICE WITH 

RECOVERY OF PECUNIARY LOSS OF RS.791999/- AGAINST WHICH 

APPELLANT PREFERRED REVIEW PETITION ON 19.11.2015 BUT THE 

SAME WAS NOT DISPOSED OF WITHIN THE STATUTORY PERIOD OF 90 

DAYS.

PRAYER:

. On acceptance of the instant appeal, the impugned Notification dated 

11.11.2015 may graciously be brushed aside by reinstating the appellant into 

service with all back benefits.

}

Respectfully Sheweth,
i

Facts giving rise to the present appeal are as under
I

Xhat the appellant
<0dfjJedi was serving as Sub-Engineer in the Public Health Engineering 

Department, having 23 years service at his credit with unblemished service
record. During the relevant days, he was posted as Sub-Engineer, Piiblic Health f

-I
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Engineering Division,rNowshera; ': ■

V

•2. 'I'hat pursuant to the written complaint dated 28.11.2013 {Annex>A) by 

Respondent No.3, appellant was suspended vide Notification 03.01.2014 

{Annex:-^) on account of the alleged irregularities in the Water Supply and 

Sanitation Scheme of Sadu Khel/Asha Khel District Nowshera. He was also 

issued Charge Sheet and Statement of Allegations vide letter dated 03.01.2014 

{Annex\-C) alleging inefficiency, misconduct & corruption therein. In response to 

the same appellant submitted his detailed reply {Annex>\y) thereby explaining his 

position and denying the charges. The reply to the Charge Sheet may also be 

considered as an integral part of this appeal.

3. That the Enquiry Committee then conducted the enquiry and submitted its report 

{Annexi-E) copy of which was obtained by the appellant after submitting 

application there-for. Moreover, certain queries raised by the Enquiry Committee

during the proceedings were also clarified in writing 04///iex:-F) fully supported 

by documents which may also be considered as part and parcel of the appeal. At 

the close of enquiry appellant also submitted an application {Annex\-G) for the

cross-examining the witnesses produced against him but the same was not 
considered.

4. That Final Show Cause Notice was then issued to the appellant

which too was replied {Annex:-!) in detail. The reply to the Show Cause Notice 

may also be taken as an integral part of this appeal.

5. That inspite of the clarification as aforesaid, vide impugned Notification dated 

11.11.2015 {Annex:-i) appellant was imposed upon the major penalty of removal 

from service with recovery of Rs.791,999/-. The impugned Notification was then 

called in question through Petition for Review {Annex:-K) on 19.11.2015 but the 

same was not disposed of within the statutory period of 90 days, hence this appeal 
inter-alia on the following grounds:-

Grounds:

A. That Respondents have not treated appellant in accordance with law, rules and 

policy on subject and acted in violation of Article 4 of the Constitution, jf Islamic 

Republic of Pakistan, 1973 and unlawfully issued the. impugned Notification, 

which is unjust, unfair and hence not sustainable in the eye of law.

h
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That the charges leveled against the appellant are baseless, ill-founded and have 

nothing to do with the actual facts on the ground and were therefore not 

entertainable. Moreover, the charges leveled against the appellant are sweeping, 

uncertain, ambiguous and therefore are against the law and hence not tenable.

B.

That the Pipeline of Sadu Khel/Asha Khel was laid as per the approved 

plan/Technical Sanctioned (TS) Estimate according to the standard specification 

of PHED. In this regard the work of Asha Khel Section is a speaking proof of 

executing works in accordance with the standard specification of PHED as the 

same is satisfactorily working and no defect has been noticed therein similarly J 

Respondent No.3 confirmed the completion of the work in the DDWP meeting . 

held on 06.09.2013 chaired by the Addl: Chief Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. ^ j ^ 

Moreover, the general abstract {Annex>h) of cost of Annual Maintenance and
{ I “ i

Repair (AM&R) of the Water Supply Schemes in District Nowshera adversely 
affected due to flood of 2010 confirmed the fact that\no damage has been 

occasioned to the Scheme.

C.

t

That under the law only a single penalty can be imposed but appellant has been 

imposed upon double punishments one in the shape of removal from service and 

the other for the recovery of the so called losses, which is illegal and not legally 

maintainable.

D.

That no regular inquiry was conducted into the matter which is the mandatoryE.
requirement of law inas much as neither appellant has been associated with the

inquiry proceedings nor was he provided a meaningful opportunity of defence. 

Since no regular inquiry was held, therefore, the impugned Notification is void ab 

initio, arbitrary and hence not sustainable in the eye of law. It is also to be added 

here that the Inquiry Committee failed to visit the site spot (the subject Scheme) 

in presence of the appellant and neither examined any witness in this regard nor 

prepared spot note.

That by now it is a settled principle of law enunciated by the superior fora that 

where a major penalty is to be imposed then in that eventuality regular enquiry 

cannot be dispensed with. The inquiry in the case in hand was done in irregular 

fashion which does not warrant the any penalty muchless major.

F.

That the controversy was quite factual in nature and for resolving such factual 

controversy, the only alternative, was to hold a full-fledged regular enquiry by 

collecting documentary and oral evidence in support of the charge and 

confronting the appellant with the same by providing proper opportunity of cross-

G.
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examination but misfortunately the .samerwas not done which has resulted in
. . . V

serious miscarriage of justice.

H. That appellant was also deprived of the opportunity of personal hearing and thus 

he was condemned unheard which is against the principle of natural justice and 

therefore, the impugned Notification in absence of the legal requirement is also 

unlawful and thus not maintainable.

I. That the Pipeline of Rising Main and distribution system of village Sadu Khel is 

admittedly missing and it was the responsibility of the Inquiry Committee to have 

investigated the issue on this line. During the execution of the Scheme the locals 

of the village Sadu Khel were not allowing the labourers to work and 

indulged in extracting/uprooting the pipes, therefore, the matter was reported to 

the Police vide letters dated 17.05.2010 and 25.05.2010 (Annexi-M) and it 

thereafter that the intervention was stopped and the work completed according to 

standard specification of PHED. It is known to everybody that the locals of the 

village Sadu Khel and Kanrah Khel have removed the pipes. The Executive 

Engineer PHE Division, Nowshera vide his letter dated 17.12.2013 (^/i/iex:-N) 

and the SDO letter dated 30.12.2013 (Annexi-O) addressed to the SHO PS 

Nowshera Kalan requesting for recovery of the pipes which fact was also brought 

into the notice of the Inquiry Committee which clearly suggests that pipes 

stolen by the locals and interestingly the same are still lying with them and 

similarly the Respondent No.3 vide letter dated 11.09.2013 (Annex:-P) has 

directed the Executive Engineer PHE Division, Nowshera to take into the account 

the available material/GI Pipes and Rising Main of WSS Sadu Khel lying idle at 

the earliest but no action was taken. The local Police did not take proper action 

and only have recorded the statements (Annex:-Q) of a few persons who have 

admitted that the pipes are lying in their houses as a national trust instead of 

action against the culprits, the appellant has been made a scapegoat through the 

impugned Notification which is unjust, unfair and therefore, liable to be set aside.

were

was

were

J. That since the commencement of the subject scheme, appellant remained 

attached therewith till May, 2010 and completed the scheme in all respect and 

complaint whatsoever was raised during long three years from anyone of the 

concerned vicinity and thereafter on the change of political Govt., the 

Minister of the Department made a complaint based on political rivalry vide letter 

dated nil (Annex:-R) which resulted in the proceedings against the appellant 

although the appellant was transferred to Dir Lower vide office order dated 

24.05.2010 (Annexi-S). The charge of the post of Sadu Khel Section was then 

handed-over to Umar Hayat, Sub-Engineer, who was already Incharge of the

no

new

'-4---------------------- --------------------------1-
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Asha Khel Section ofsthe -same Division. He^completed the remaining portion of 

Rising Main of Sadu Khel Section while work on distribution line was already 

completed during tenure of the appellant. The Sub-Engineer remained posted 

there till 2015 but no action whatsoever has been taken against him which reflects 

the malafide and discriminatory attitude of the Respondents against the appellant.

K. That it has been alleged that the pipe was laid longitudinally in the nulla but in 

fact there is no nulla and in fact it is a dry Khuwar and even agricultural lands, 

residential and government buildings are there and the pipes were laid in 

accordance with the specification and technical sanction.

L. That the Inquiry Committee has failed to bring home the charge leveled against 

the appellant by collecting the evidence against him. No documentary or oral 

evidence has been taken in support of the charge nor appellant have been 

provided opportunity of cross-examining the witnesses inspite of his application 

for summoning such witnesses for cross-examination of the appellant.

M. That inspite of the fact that appellant has established by documentary proof that 

the missing pipe was not only taken away by the locals and still lying with them 

and that the matter was properly brought into the notice of concerned authorities, 

as the Respondent No.3 confirmed the same in DDWP meeting held on 

06.09.2013. The Inquiry Committee did not bother to inquire into the fact and 

jumped to the conclusion without any basis for holding the appellant responsible.

N. That in view of the availability of the pipe lying with the locals due to inaction on 

the part of the concerned authorities to recover the same, the imposition of 

recovery of loss of such pipes is quite illegal and therefore, is not sustainable in 

the eye of law. Appellant has been burdened with the responsibility for the fault 

of others without any justification muchless lawful.

0. That it is also pertinent to submit here that the Departmental Development 

Working Program (DDWP) in its meeting held on 06.09.2013 {Annex:-T) 

approved a new WSS for Village Duran and incorporated the shortcomings of the 

Water Supply Scheme Sadu Khel area as a Phase-II which was presented by the 

Department which was chaired by the Addl: Chief Secretary, Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa.

P. That it is also pertinent to add that the concerned Govermnent Contractor of the 

subject Scheme has not even been touched in the instant issue whereas his entire 

security in respect of the same Scheme amounting to Rs.600000/- is still lying

• >
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with the Department;^and as .per the Agreement in case of any defect in the work 

the security is liable for forfeiture but his security has not been; forfeited nor any 

action whatsoever has been taken against him which also reflects the partial and 

biased attitude of the Respondents towards the appellant.

Q. That the Scheme in question was operationalized/finalized in all respect and later 

on the PC-IV of the subject Scheme was submitted duly signed by the Sub- 

Engineer Umar Hayat, SDO Asad Ali and Executive Engineer namely Nasir Latif 

confirming/verifying the completion of the scheme in all respect without any 

objection from any quarter and.finally the PC-IV was sanctioned by the Finance 

Department vide letter dated 15.03.2011 (Annexi-XJ) and moreover, the posts for 

the operational staff were also sanctioned by the Finance Department and 

appointed by the Department accordingly.

R. That has put in more than 24 years service efficiently, dedicatedly and during this 

long period of service no complaint whatsoever has been voiced against him 

proceeded even, once in the Department. Thus the appellant has long-drawn 

impeccable, spotless service at his credit and keeping in view the peculiar facts 

and circumstances of the case, the impugned punishment is highly unjust, 

excessive and does not commensurate with the charge though not proved.

nor
%

S. That appellant would like to offer some other grounds during the course of 

arguments.

It is, therefore, humbly prayed that the instant appeal may graciously be accepted 

as prayed for above. •

Any other relief as deemed appropriate in the circumstances of case not 
specifically asked for, may also be granted to appellant.

(A/l,
•ellant

Through

Khaleu^
Advoe^e,
Supreme Court of Pakistan

Dated: /03/2016
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Dated Peshawar the,

'ff’To Secretary to Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,The
Public Health Engg;Department,

[■

Peshawar.

^c/ r■ Subject; 
Reference;

V*,.,

w., S,.pp,y S=pp- S.PP .Q.,1,. A... Khpl "“tl”

H Anp 2007-08 at SI; No. 295/31339 under Umbrella Scheme 
.,„U0P .PP». . adp ” *„„P.W

,M,.1P mbe »pll. Ask. Khd .iid S.d« KHel m Ovp ..p.mB «"■«“ “ *'

,pkP WPU. P™....op f» i«dPPP»P« ■"”'

m'^de for both the villages in the PC-1/estimates.

.,4

Rs.

on was
through common

■ 1^.was shown as completed byWater supply scheme for Asha Khel and Sadu Khel
PAcord and utiUzed the entrre approved cost. The incumbent XEN. has report^

P .Aaha Khe! vdhge .s m operation and the card work ex.sts at pue
been operationalized as yet due to non . ^ ■ p

supplv scheme Sadu Khel has not
and distribution system m the village. Payment for supply and

been made to the contractor(Annex-

-;ie. Hov.ever water 

:-,;sience of Rising/Pumping mam
installation of Rising main and distribution system has since

„Du, Ik, mspecio. of »= »opt - «»»

were found missing.

; •
&sr..

-yir
-i.

The incumbent XEN reported that some portion of Rising has been washed-awa-y 

July 2010 and the remarning portion was stolen due to non apporntment of f, ,

installed in the village have been extracted by the 

the village (Annex-Ill) In this way he tried 

with his reply. The then

• 
r̂\

bv flood in
tional staff. Tie further reported that pipesopera

contractor and are in the contractor custody stored in
functioning of the scheme. The undersigned disagree

1!
/iVto justify the

Executive Engineer had not reported flood damages caused
PHED and not made provision for restoration of pipeline in the PC-1/estiraate,

lodged in the area Police Station regarding stolen pipes.

non
due to 29^' July 2010. Flood to |

. No-F.I.R '"/i
. fbPDMA,

has been
;■

hi. T■As a result Of mspection it was observed that Sadu Khel portion completpd .

30-6-2010 could not be operationalized and abandoned. The pipeline (Rising main) was '-J- //■ 

nullah longitudinally on the surface and not buried at proper depth. The vrork w ^ ^
.0 -.n kp=u.«o» pf miD .kd -sk...ky «o.a u Jlgg|

yuiArvisory siaff kaye pu, the guvef-nment to a ,oas of Rs.475l996/- Some po to . ^

on rr.ii-

'to be 

opy.Tru r’:c-

'V 1 *.
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2500 Rft still exists at the site of the work which has not been installed according to standard

the hilly area on the surface
h \ i.e

^.specification of PHED. Some portion of the Rising main installed, in 

is missing. During inspection of pipe distribution system, the entire pipeline work has been found 

missing. The following paid work do not exist at .the site of work:-

^ .

f

CostLengthSizeSite of Work.
Rs. 391736/-1 350 Meter4” G.I. PipeDistribution system
Rs. 723522/-945 Meter3” G.I. Pipe
Rs. 441512/-921 Meter2” G.I. Pipe
Rs. 981046/-2529 Meter1.5” G.I. Pipe
Rs.2214180/-2316 Meter4” G.I. Pipe. Rising Main
Rs.4751996/-Total1,

X

It is, therefore, requested to initiate disciplinary action agaiiist the foliosing supervisory 

staff responsible for the losses as mentioned above. . '

1. Mr. Nasir Latif Executive Engineer
2, Mr. Yousaf Jan SDO
3. Mr. Imtiaz Sub Engineer
4, Mr. Umar Hayat Sub Engineer

9/r “
CHIEF ENGRJEER(SOUTH)DA/As above

I

■/r

.-.V
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PUBLIC g^iALTH Ei\§@Gs DEPARTOEMT H: f
. yj /X ^

Dated Peshawar, the January 3, 2014 ■ OK

! :
iiM©nFICATE©5^

Esttl/PHED/8°26/?.©14. In terms of Section-6''of' thd Khybei^ ^
Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efficiency & Discipline) Ruies, 2011, the '
competent authority is pleased to place the services of the followring officers / ' 
officials of the Public, Health Engineering Department under suspension for a 

_ period of 90 (ninety) days, on account o' their alleged •invoivament in thb ■' ' 
irregularities committed in the Water Supply and Sanitation Schemes Sadu l^Chel'i/ !;•; 
Asha Khel District Nowshera with immediate effect:- - j i N: ^ i i* 'ii'^| «

................

r;«•
\l llt

} 1 •If: ;

i It
II

'I

, ' 1) Engr.NasirLatif (8PS-18),ts I-f
Design Engineer (South) PHE Peshawar, i

2) Mr.Yousaf Jan (BPS-11),
Sub Engineer, PHE FATA Sub Division, 
Kohat.

3) Mr.Imtiaz (BPS-11),
; ■ Sub Engineer PHE Division Nowshera.' --1.

■ 4) Mr.Umar Hayk' (BPS-li), : , .
Sub Engineer PHE Division Mardan

r ll .
I V
I* 1.

• !
5

::: ■'", ; ft i i ‘

!3 'f,- I: i!I

N ii'( :
♦

*):
. jj

|j!'T
I .*

S E C R E '

;
1}.

u\. ll.

i|;i ;i
tl

iiradsSiS S
f:

Copy foryyarded to the;-

Accountant General Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar,
2) Additional Accountant General Pakistan Revenue Sub Office j H

Peshawar. I ■ M:; "^l I
3) Secretary (Admn & Coordination) FAJ^ Secretariat Peshawar

; 4) PS to Minister for PHE Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. i
5) Chief Engineer (FATA) Works & Services Peshawar; ^ i
6) : Chief Engineer (South) PHE Peshawar.
7) Chief Engineer (North) PHE Peshawar. i .r,

Mr.Manzoor Ahmed, Director Transport, Khyber Pakh'turikhwa.'!i ,.| 
^'^9'’-^^sir Ghafoor, Superintending Engineeriirrigationl bepai+meht'i

, 10) . Superintending Engineer PHE Cirds Peshawar/Mardarl'N.H Ijh "I: 
: ilj Executive Engineer PHE Division Nowshera7'|v!ardah'"'''?‘^''i'H*^T^'% 7
, 12) Executive Engineer PHE FATA Sub Division Kohat, :;i ?i:i -i' Jli-i ;H N'

p) ■ Engr.Nasir Latif) Design Engineer (South) PHE Peshawar. ■
14) Mr.Yousaf Jan, Sub Engineer, PHE FATA Sub Divirribh Kohat 

' 15) Mr.Imtiaz Sub Engineer PHE Division Nowshera/' 'I ^ i7' f}[
16) Mr.Urnar Fiayat, Sub Engineer PHE Division Mardan i' i
17) District Accounts Officer Nowshera/Mardaii;''' '

' p) Agency Accounts Officer PHE FATA Kohat.
■ . .19) PS to Secretary PHE Department Khyber Pakh'lMkhwa ' ^’

20) Deputy .Secretary (Admn) pHE Depaitment KPK Pes
21) Office Order File / Persona! Files.' ' ' "

, I
i

‘i'i' ?■ t/.--'^
• ■ : . --IT',;/;. -

■ i-1) !
!

>■■■■

I
I
1■ ;l

I
I1I !•

! ; ; I
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I

;i: I

;
8)I
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:
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GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKKWA ( /o 

PUBLIC HEALTH ENGG: DEPARTMENT•%»
I.

■r! Ill

I

No.SO(Estt)/PHED/8-26/2014^ ; 
Dated Peshawar, the January 3,! 2014

t

To

1) MnManzoor Ahmed, 
Director Transport, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.

I
I

. I . \I t

• I

■ --IS
• ^ T'’“r !•'

:
12) Engr.Nasir Ghafoor, . . 

Superintending Engineer, 
Irrigation Department.

(
I \I

!\
i

iili;',!ii! '1
Subject: ENQUIRY REGARDING IRREGULARITSES COMMUTED IN i' !'

WATER SUPPLY SCHEME ASHA KHEL SAmi KHEli
; NOWSHERA

!• I.I r II\
t

■ :< .
*

I ;il

;

; ;•
I am directed to refer to the subject noted above and to state ttiaii i !•

the competent authority (Chief Minister Khyber Pakhtunkhwa) ^has; been pleasecl 
to approve initiation of disciplinary proceedings against the follpvying officers / . 
officials of PHE Department, under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government

I

;

Servants (Efficiency & Discipline) Rules, 2011:- i'!; :i!

i) , Engr.Nasir Latif (BPS-18), r,L-^ a Mh
Design Engineer (South) PHE Peshawar!'^.

»:I1 , I II

(
t

I
► * i

ii)' '’‘ ‘ Mf.Ybusaf Jan (BPS-11),
Sub Engineer, PHE FATA Sub Division Kohat.

. 'T !
: s

i

: iii I:
^l!Tl kl. i'-kl ■5: :iv|
• . \: '.r.' ' -! i.i'iii) Mr.Imtiaz (BPS-ll),

Sub Engineer PHE Division Nowshera.! [auJIlkb ■■k-

; iv)' Mr.Umar Hayat (BPS-li), '
: Sub Engineer PHE Division Mardan.’'- ^ i •! i ^vv.,-.;-

(
fI J ::

i\ 1

f

Consequent!/, the Competent A'Jthorltv- has rurtiier been' pleased to , 
appoint you as Enquiry Committee to investigate the charges/conduct a forma! ij

'j ' I 1 • • ■ , • t • ■ ■

enquiry under the provision of the said Rules against the aforesaid qfficergi/ j 
^officials in light of the attachedXharge Sheet/StEtement of Allegations, vvith the qti "; 

request to submit your findings/recommendations/report within a period of 30 

(thirty) days positively.

i2. .

11.
: i. !l'

I

i : i: :ri n.
il.-

: It •

\II ,
i \-Attew^to be 

Tru^opy
I/ • i I

Ends: As above. 5 1( !• :\ I I
I .^ i: ,

, -6^a

A
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*^BST:NO.SOfEstt;l/PHED/8-?.672014 Dated Peshawar, the January 3,2014i j

iCopy forwarded to the

1. Secretary to Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Irrigation Department. 7
. i.', J;

2. Secretary to Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Administration Department.

3. Secretary (Administration & Coordination) FATA Secretariat Peshawar. '

; . ;
■ -i

1 •i

i:i
, f . ! ij

•5
3

t;

I' I ;
. !. i i.

4, Chief Engineer (FATA) Works & Services Peshawar for necessary actioril •?. . •!
ih|i. !-!: I

.!5. Executive Engineer PHE Division Nowshera. He is directed to provide: i I
Ii! ;

■iibOi:: ..'i >U;
6. Engr.Nasir Latif (BPS-18),

Design Engineer (South) PHE Peshawar. They are hereby served with 
a Charge Sheet .& Statemerit 
of ■ : Allegations/with | the 

direction to* appear before* 
the Enquitys^Cornmitteeron 
the date, time and venue 
fixed :i' by i .them::::for';''the 
purpose ; of ; ; enquiry^ 
proeeedingS^^/^pnd:r^. submiti 
their ■ . replies! *;' within! 
stipulated tinW.'''''^' ^ '" ^ ’

ill i.

ii 17. Mr.Yousaf Jan (BPS-ll),
Sub Engineer, PHE FATA Sub Division, 
Kohat.

i;!! 1

I;I:

8. Mr.Imtiaz (BPS-11),
/ Sub Engineer PHE Division Nowshera.

9. Mr.ymar Hayat (BPS ^i.
Sub Engineer PHE Division Mardan

^ I'

• j

.'f'i 
: ,! •),11 I

t

;r

r1 . •

■ ,.'1;
1 • I

10. ^ PS to Miniver for PHE Department Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar. : . ^

11. PS to Secretary PHE Department Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peisha™f\'^ ‘T7I' : ■ ^ '

, i i^atr =[V' - Hlj ;

i... .
j

i !’
[•••..I':

Hr ’ )'

Ends: As above.I
:

i

!; SECTION ^OFFICER (ESTT) ■
‘"iy ^l-rj ■ ■ ■

■ i! ; riibrjj' ■

f .4-r J ; * j* 1 -

1 **

ri
I: ;* :i I

J*

li'iri
■iitri! '

!.!•■; \■ t . ■ . ■ V.‘

r—M I-:-.-...»
i

-'t

i
11;. .. • -'f- i . :

I ; •
, I* J

. 'j! i;i J
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OFFICE OF THE PROJECT DIRECTOR 

BAZAIIRRIGA TION PROJECT MARDAN
■ Phone No.0973-9220068 & Fax 9230064

I

>

^-w<•

■0-.

; No* /PD/Bazai/14/6-E

Dated Mardan the ^ *5 /0172014.
i-

i .

To,

1- Engr:NasirLatif(BPS-18)
Design Engineer (South),
PHli Department Khyber Pakhlunkhwa 
Peshawar.

2- Mr. Yousaf Jan (BPS-,11)
Sub Engineer, PHE FATA Sub Division, 
Kohat.

. y

3- Mr. Imtiaz(BPS-ll)
Sub Engineer, PHE Division, 
Nowshera. .

t . • \
i\ 4- Mr.UmerHayat(BPS-ll) 

Sub Engineer, PHE Division, 
Mardan. '

i

i

ENQUIRY REGARDING IRREGULARITIES COMMITTED IN WATER
SUPPLY SCHEME ASHA KHEL SADU KHEL NOWSHERA.

Subject:-

i Secretary to Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Public Health Engineering Department 
Peshawar No.SO (Estab:) /PHED/8-26/2014, dated 03-01-2014.

Reference:
1
i

i.

i

Enclosed please find herewith copies of the charge sheet and statement of allegations 

duly signed by the Competent Authority. You may submit your written defense within specified 

period for proceeding further in the matter.\

Please acknowledge receipt on priority basis.

Enel:
As above Vl * i

Engr: Nasir Ghafoor Khan, 
Project Director.

:

1

Copy for information and necessary action arc forwarded to the

1- = Mr. Manzoor Ahmed, Director Transport Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

2- SectioniOfficer (Estab:) Office of the Secretary to Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Public 
Health Engineering Department Pc$hayvar with reference to his letter as abqve. ;{\ \

\

Attest^to W 

TrueCOetpy /;
Engr: Nasir Ghafoor Khan, 

Project Director.i
I
i

.i
t
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I, Pervez Khattk/GhieFMiniker as competent
authority under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efficiency & 

Discipline) Rules 2011, hereby charge you, MrJmtiaz (BPS-11), Sub Engineer 

PHE Sub Division Nowshera, as follows:-

That you while posted as Sub Engineer PHE Sub Division Nowshera, 
committed the following irregularities:-

In the Village Sadu Khel, the Rising Main and distribution
system of the Water Supply and Sanitation Scheme was found 
missing.

y

The Pipe Line (Rising Main) was laid in Ndllah longitudinaiiy 
the surface without burying the pipeline in depth.

Pipes of various sizes measuring 7061 Meter are missing, 
causing a loss of Rs.4751996/- to the public exchequer.

iv) The work was not carried out as per standard specification of 
PHED,

i)

ii) on

iii)
a

3o By reason of the above, you appear to be guilty of inefficiency, 
misconduct & corrijptioh under section-S (a) (b) a (c) of 'the
Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efficiency a Discipline) Rules 2011 and have 

rendered yourself liable to all

Khyber

or any of the penalties specified in section-4 of the
rules ibid.

4. You are, therefore, required to submit your written defense within 

days of the receipt of this charge sheet to the Enquiry Officer/Com 

within the specified period, failing which it shall be presumed that you have 

defense to put in and in that case

seven
mlttee

no
eX“parte action shall follow against you.

Intimate whether you desire to be heard im person.

A Statement of allegations is enclosed.0.

I
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I, Pervez Khattak, C|iief Minister Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, as competent 
authority, am of the opinipni,that Mr.Initiaz<BPS-ll), Sub Engineer PHE Sub 

Division Nowshera, has rendered himself liable to be proceeded against as he 

committed the following acts / omission within the meaning of section-3 (a), (b) 

& (c) of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efficiency & Discipline) 
Rules 2011:-

That he whlle^posted ao Suh Engineer PHE Sub Division Nowshera, 
committed the following irreguiarities:-

In the Viliage Sadu Khei, the Rising Main and distribution 
system of the Water Supply and Sanitation Scheme was found 
missing.

The Pipe Line (Rising Main) was laid in Nuilah longitudinally on
the surface without burying the pipeline in depth.

Pipes of various sizes measuring 7061 Meter are missing, 
causing a loss of Rs.4751996/- to the public exchequer.

iv) The work was not carried out as per standard specification of 
PHED.

0

i
ii)

iii)

i;

3. For the purpose of scrutinizing the conduct of the said accused with 

reference to the above allegations, an Enquiry Officer / Committee consisting of 
the following is constituted under section-10 of the E&D Rules 2011.

^1

f
0 APXSk
i!) 1/

1

4. The Enquiry Officer / Committee shall, in accordance with the
provisions of the E&D Rules 2011, provide reasonable opportunity of hearing to 

the accused, record its findings and make, within thirty days of the receipt of this 

order; recommendations as to .punishment or other appropriate action against
the accused.

5. The accused and a we!! conversant representative of the department 
shall join the proceedings on the date, time and place fixed by the Enquiry 

Officer/Committee.

Attestz^o oe

's
•
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Mr. ManzoorAhmad/.
Director Transport. K.hyber Pakhtunkhwa.

>>'DEngr. Nasir Ghafoor Khan. 
Project Director.
Bazai Irrigation Project, Mardan.

Subject: REPLY TO CHARGE SHEET;

Reference: Secy: PHED; No. SO (Estt)/ PHED/8-26/2014, dated 3.1.2014 read with 
Project Director Bazai Irrigation Project, Mardan letter No.996/6-E, dated 
13.1.2014.

Respected Sirs,

The Scheme “ITSTV Sadu Khel/ Asha Khel" is pan of umbrella scheme 

namely "'Construction of 10 Tube Well for Nowshera" administratively 

approved and technically sanctioned for Rs.45.385 million on 25.5.2009 

and 24.10.2009.

2. 1 have supervised the work on Sadu Khel section as Sub Engineer 

Incharge since commencement until May 2010 when I was transferred. 

On my transfer, 1 handed over the charge of Sadu Khel section to Mr. 

Umer Hayat Sub Engineer, who was already Incharge Sub Engineer of 

Asha Khel section of the said scheme. He completed the remaining 

portion of Rising Main of Sadu Khel section while work on Distribution 

line was already completed by me during my incumbency.

3. Being hilly area (comprised of hard soil and shingle) the pipeline of Sadu 

Khel section laid in depth in accordance with the approved plan and 

Standard Specification of PHED. However the scheme could not be 

activated for want of electricity connection despite making full payment to 

Wapda for the purpose by Umer Hayat Sub Engineer Incharge of Asha 

Khel section of the scheme.

4. With due respect, any defect in the work and/ or missing of pipeline 

be noticed only after activation of the scheme and same happened in this 
case as the scheme could not be activated/ tested until 2013 for want of ^ 

electricity connection.

can

Alter activation of the scheme, the missing of pipe-line laid for village 

Sadu Khel was noticed by the the Executive Engineer (Shiahzada Behrain).

5.

Atrowr? be 

True Copy
■k
iii..

I)
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The Secjelary PHED direcled a preliminary probe inlo the matter and the 

Chief Engineer Pl-lbD submilled his report wherein it was alleged tliat:

"The pipeline (Rising mam) was laid in nullah longitudinally on

the surface and not buried at proper depth. The work was

not carried out according to standord specification of PHED

and washed away by flood. In this woy the supervisory staff

hove put the government to q loss of Rs,47,51,996/-."

The Charge against undersigned is based on the aforesaid findings 

of Chief Engineer, which reads as under:-

Thot you while posted as Sub Engineer in PHE Sub Division
Nowshera, committed the following irreqularities:-

i) In the Viliage Sodu Khel, The Rising Main and distribution
system of the Water Supply and Sanitation Scheme was
found missing.

m) The Pipe Line fRisinq Main) was laid in Nullah lonqitudinally on
the surface without burying the pipeline in depth. •

i,i) Pipes of various sizes measuring 7061 Meter ore missing.
causing a loss of Rs,4751996/- to the public exchequer.

iv) The work was not corned out os per standard specification
of PHED, .

REPLY TO THE CHARGES:

7. Though nothing has been said with certainty either in charge or in the 

findings of the Chief Engineer, yet an impression has been given that due 

to laying of the pipeline in the Nullah longitudinally on the surface 

without burying it in depth as per standard specification of PHED, it has 

been washed-away by the Hood, which resulted in missing of 7061 meter 

pipes and loss of Rs.47,51.996/- to the public exchequer.

/

T

}8. At least the charge b) itself confirms that work was done there and no fake 

payment has been made to the contractor. As such 1 need to clarify'only 

two things;

1

V.t:/
AttestKd be
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1.

(I) - .Whether the work was not done according to the standard 
speciUcalion of PHED? And

^7(2) W'hether the pipeline was washed-away by the Hood'?

9. Beyond all doubts the pipeline of Sadu Khel was laid as per approved plan 

according to the standard specification of PHED. In this regard, the work 

on Asha Khel section is a speaking proof of executing work in accordance 

with the standard specification of PHED. as the same is satisfactorily 

working and no defect could have been noticed therein.

So far as the flood is concerned, it has caused no particular loss in the 

vicinity of village Sadu Khel. The washing-away of pipeline of Sadu Khel 

section by the flood is nothing but a false story concocted for ulterior 

motives.

10.

11. I invite your kind attention to the pipeline of Asha Khel which was also 

laid from the same source (Tube-well), but the flood has caused no harm 

to a single inch of it and the same is still in tact there, which negates the 

false story of flood.

In case of flood (if any) capable of washing-away the G. 1. pipes, it would 

have definitely demolished the Switch Room and also damaged the Tube- 

well standing in the front of the flood (if any), BUT NOT, which proves 

that the story of flood is nothing but an exaggeration for justifying the 

false charge against me.

12.

13. Copy of General Abstract of Cost of AM&R showing details of flood 

damages to the Water Supply Schemes in District Nowshera is attached 

Annexure-I. One can observe that the amount of Estimated Cost Tor 

rectification of damages in the nearby localities of Sadu Khel is nominal 

(mere in thousands), which also proves that the flood has not caused any 

particular loss in the localities of village Sadu Khel.

14. Ordinary prudence does not allow to believe that a flood capable of 

washing away 7061 meter G. 1. Pipe of village Sadu Khel would have not 

caused any particular harm to the other schemes in the nearby localities.

15. The distribution pipe was not laid in the Nullah but in the village on 

height, but strangely the same is also missing, which prima facie suggest

AttecXorNo b o 
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■ v;w- something wrong in the bottom. , How this pipe can be said to have been 

washed away by the flood when it has not demolished a single house in 

the village Sadu Khel. '

16. We would have definitely reported the damages and demanded funds for 

necessary repairs/ restoration of Sadu Khel section, had the flood caused 

any loss to the pipeline of this particular scheme. There 

for me to conceal any damages caused by floods to Sadu KTiel section.
seems no reason

Rather we could avail this opportunity even for rectifying any earlier 

defects in the original work under the garb of flood damages. It does not 

appeal to common sense that I will be concealing such a huge loss/ 

damages, despite having a good excuse of flood. People use such like 

opportunities even for rectifying their own faults by attributing it to the 

flood.

17.

18. The pipeline of Rising Main and Distribution System of Village Sadu 

Khel is admittedly missins. But there arises an interestins question Xha{ if 

the flood had not washed away the pipeline of village Sadu Khel, then 

where did it go? This question may lead the Hon'ble Inquiry Committee ' 
to trace the foot steps of the thieves.

19. In this regard it is worthwhile to mention here that during execution of the 

scheme, the local inhabitants of village Sadu Khel were not allowing the 

labour to work and were indulged in extracting the pipes. The matter 

therefore, reported to Nowshera Police vide letters dated 17,5.2010 and 

dated 25.5.2010 (copies attached Annexure-ll and MI) and thereafter the 

intervention was stopped and work completed in .!une 2010 in accordance 

with the Standard Specification of PHED.

was.

20. The reason for missing pipeline of Sadu Khel is known to all concerned. 

Beyond all doubts, the locals of village Sadu Khel and Kanrah Khel have 

removed and stolen the pipes installed by the department.

21. In this regard copy of Executive Engineer, PHE Division, Nowshera letter 

dated 17.12.2013 and copy of Sub Divisional Officer, PHE Sub Division- 

11, Nowshera letter dated 30.12.2013 addressed to the S.H.O. Nowshera

True Copy
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Kalan are attached Annexure-lV and V. which prima facie suggests that 

the pipes stolen by the locals are still lying with them.

But the local police do not seem having taken any action for affecting 

recovery of the stolen pipes for the reasons best known to them. They 

have just recorded the statements of a few persons (Annexure-Vl) 

wherein the individuals have admitted and confirmed about the pipes lying 

in their houses as a national trust.

22.

But painful to see that instead of handling the issue in a right direction, the 

inefficient dealing hands sitting in the department are trying to provide a 

safe escape to the culprits having stolen the government property.

23.

All concerned in the department and the local police seem to have joined 

hands with the wrong doers and trying to save skin of the thieves without 

any fear of God and tears of repentance. They are reluctant to collect back 

the government property from the villagers haying stolen it and still lying 

with them as admitted by the department and reported by police.

.24.

Nothing can be said with certainly about the dates/ period when the pipes 

laid under the earth were extracted by the locals. However the fact of 

missing pipeline has come to the notice of the department in early 2013 

after activation of the scheme.

25.

26. It is more said to see that instead of making efforts for the recovery of 

stolen pipes and collecting it back, the responsible dealing hands got 

approved a fresh scheme for providing water to the Village Sadu Khe! 

without deducting the quantity of pipes available on site and lying in the 

houses of the locals. In this regard copies of the Revised .A.A. alongwith 

copy ol'Minutes of the DDWP meeting are attached Annexure-VIl. which 

prima facie suggest that the Revised A.A. has been issued without 

deducting the cost of available pipe as per decision of DDWP. What can 

be said for this state of affairs? is it not a national dilemma*’ Whose 

responsibility is it to recover and collect the missing/ stolen pipes or the 

pipe still available there on site?

27. • In the last 1 wish to raise a simple question as to whether the flood water 

Rows in the area from depth to height, which carried 7061' meter G. I.

Triie Copy
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pipes upward tVom ihe Nullah (in ihe depth) lo the houses of the villagers 

(on the height) or the villagers themselves have earried these pipes lo then- 

homes. while the missing quanlit>: proves it an area spread on kilometers.

h-
/

'

Again 1 wish to raise another question for the worthy Chief Engineer that 

he has not seen these pipes being missing/ stolen so on what analogy can 

he say that the same were laid on the surface without burying it at proper 

depth in accordance with the standard specification of PHED. He seems to 

have based his report on hearsay as neither he has seen the pipes (being 

missing) nor has he prepared any'sketch of the missing portion or pipes 

still in tact there on site. He has not advised the Government nor directed 

the field formation aboutdhe fate of pipes still lying on site. It seems that 

the baseless findings were given against the accused for justifying 

approval of the new/ fresh scheme.

28.

?■

i'

•!

GENERAL:

The Charge is not only vauue but also whimsical. Under the law- a charge; 
must state all necessary details for puttiim an accused on alert to properly. 

defend himself. But here it does not specify the nature of Standard 

Specification ignored bv the undersigned. ‘I'his defect alone is sullicicnl 

to discard the vauue and whimsical charue. •

/to: have been thrown blindly in disregard of theA wider net seems
mandatory requirement of law. 1 reserve mv leaal riu.hts against any such

record lor deprivinLi me to defenddetails if subseuucnllv bronchi on

; mvseirin a proper wav.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that in view of the cogent, convincing

and plausible explanation detailed above, 1 may graciously be exonerated of the baseless, 
andxoncocted charge(s). I also wish to cross-examine the coniplainant and 

witnesses (if any) and reserve my fight of filing a revised statement agqinst any 

subsequent accusation. Certainly I wish to be heard in person if the Hon'ble Inquiry

Committee calls me to further explain any point. ‘ '

vague

i

(IMTIAZ)
Sub Engineer/ Accused 7
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P\ ^The Hon’ble Chief Minister, 
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. 
(Competent Authority)

To:

/Through: The Secretary,
PHED; Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, __ 
Peshawar. 'n '

Application for providing copy of Inquiry Report and copies of
statements of witnesses examined in the case with documentary
evidence brought on record (if any):

Subject:

Reverential Sir,

It is respectfully submitted that I have been served with a show-cause 

notice of removal from service and recovery of Rs.7,91,999/-. But unfortunately copy of 

the Inquiry report has not been attached with the show-cause while the one attached 

therewith is copy of supplementary report, which does not serve the purpose as it does 

not contain the detailed reasons given by the inquiry committee for holding me guilty.; In 

view of West Pak: Sc&GAD; letter .No. SOXII-2-4/60, dated 10.5.1960 it is mandatory 

for the Competent Authority to provide copy of the Inquiry report to the accused enabling 

him to furnish a to the point reply.

Further more in view of the West Pak: S&GAD; letter No. SOXII-1-
160/58, dated 26.12.1958, being an,accused I am entitled for copies of the statements of

V
witness (if any) examined by the Tnquiry Committee in support of the charges with 

documentary evidence exhibited(if any).

•
It is, therefore, respectfully prayed to kindly provide me copy of the 

Inquiry Report being mandatory. Further more as directed in the aforesaid letter of 

S&GAD, I may also be provided with copies of the statements of witness if recorded any 

in support of the charge(s) or otherwise to kindly confirm that the Inquiry Committee has 

not examined any witness in support of the so called charges and the intervening period 

may graciously be excluded from the time allocated to the undersigned for reply to the 

show-cause.

0
'.i(IMTIAZ)

Sub Engineer/ Accused
Dated: 7.11.2014:

be
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■;'6FF!Gl"0Ft#^^ (OPERATIONS),

WATER & SANITATION SERVICES PESHAWAR, 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT COMPLEX, KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA.

0M >1

Hi
Plot U 33, Street No. n, Sector E-8. Phase-VII, Hayatabad, 

E mail: •mspeshawar@dmail.com , Phorie No# 091-9217863

w O ^ ;
iilJ ^
£;;giiu

'/s'-4jo. 11X4(
tL y6M(Ops)/l-E

Dated;-09-09-2014

The Secretary,.

■■Public Health Engg: Department,

government of KhyberPakhtunkhwa,

t,.o
Peshawar.

Q
r Subject: -lU INQUIRY REGARDING IRREGULARITITIES COMMITTED IN WATFR 

MJPPLY SCHEME ASHA KHEL SADU KHF! Nn\A/t;nPRflYD „ fY}
I'c Reference: - Your office letter No. SO (Estt) / PHED/ 8-26/2014 dated 16'^

’ T*.

Kindly, refer to your letter under reference and it is submitted that the inquiry rep^has 
been reviewed as per the directions of the competent authority and the following

conclusion^re derived in light of the findings / recommendations made by the inquiry 
committee in our earlier report'

.3:

June 2014.! r;^ ).

i<
U
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B o

i) The status of the charges reflected in the charge sheet and statement of

allegation against Engineer Nasir Latif, (BPS-18), Executive Engineer 
are as under:-

'V

Charge Narhe
Officer/officlal

of Charge/Ailegation 
accused officer/officlal

against the Recommendation 
of the inquiry 
committee

No.

1. Engineer Nasir Latif, 
(BPS-18), Executive 
Engineer.

Ill the Village Sadu KheL the Rising 
Main and distribution system of the 
Water Supply and Sanitation Scheme 
was found missing.

The Pipe Line (Rising MlTiVj^waTT^” 
in Nullah longitudinally on the 
surface without burying the pipeline 
in depth.

Proven

v>l

2.
Partially Proven

i

./
. V

3. Pipes of various sizes measuring 
7061 Meter are missing, causing a 

of ^s.475 ! 996/- to the Public

Proven

J

lA
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■m exchequer.' '-' •'

4. The work was not carried out as per 
standard specification of PHED.

Partially Proven

;■

The loss assessed caused to the Provincial exchequeV, apportionment of loss and the
■ recoverable amount works out to Rs. 15.83.999/- (Fifteen, lacs eighty three thousand 
hundred and ninety nine only) against. Engineer Nasir Latif, (BPS-18), Executive 
Engineer.

nine

ii) The status of the charges reflected in the charge sheet and statement of 

allegation against Mr. Yousaf Jan (BPS-ll), Sub DivisionaJ Officer 

(OPS), PHE Division Nowshera, now working as Sub Engineer, PHE 

FATA Sub Division Kohat arc as under:-

Charge Name
Officer/official

of Charge/Allegation against the 
accused officer/official

Recommendation 
of the inquiry 
committee

No.

Mr. Yousaf Jan 

(BPS-11) the than 

Sub Engineer, PHE 

Division Nowshera, 

now working as Sub 

Engineer,

FATA Sub Division 

Kohat.

1. In the Village Sadu Khel, the Rising 
Main and distribution system of the 
Water Supply and Sanitation 
Scheme was found missing.

Proven

PHE

2. The Pipe Line,{Rising Main) 
laid in Nullah longitudinally on the 
surface without burying the pipeline 
in depth. .

Partially Provenwas

3. Pipes of various sizes measuring 
7061 Meter are missing, causing a 
loss of Rs.4751996/- to the Public 
exchequer;

The work was not carried' out as per 
standard specification of PHED.

Proven

4.
Partially Proven

The loss assessed caused to the Provincial exchequer,

recoverable amount works out to Rs. 15,83,999/- (Fifteen lacs eighty three thousand 
hundred and ninety nine only) against Mr. Yousaf Jan (BPS-ll). Sub Divisional Officer

apportionment of loss and the

nine

Trii^oav
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(OPS), PHE Division Nowshera, now working as Sub Engineer, PHE FATA Sub 
Division Kohat.

iii) The status of the charges reflected in the charge sheet and statement of 

allegation against Mr; Ifntiaz (BPS-ll) Sub Engineer, PHE Division 

Nowshera is as under:-

Charge Name
Officer/official

of Charge/Allegation against the 
accused officer/official

Recommendation 
of the Inquiry 
committee

No.

Mr. Imtiaz (BPS-11) 

Sub Engineer, PHE 

Division Nowshera.

1. In the Village Sadu Khel, the Rising 
Main and disiribution system of the 
Water Supply and Sanitation Scheme 
was found missing.

Proven

2. The Pipe Line (Rising Main) was laid 
in Nullah longitudinally on the 
surface without burying the pipeline 
in depth.

Partially Proven

■;

3. Pipes of various sizes measuring 
7061 Meter are missing, causing a 
loss of Rs.475 1996/- to the Public 
exchequer.

Proven
j

4. AO The work was not carried out as per 
standard specification of PHED.

Partially Proven

The loss assessed caused to the Provincial exchequer, apportionment of loss and the 
recoverable amount works out^^to Rs. 7, 91, 999/- (Seven lacs ninety one thousand nine
hundred and ninety nine only) against Mr. Imtiaz (BPS-ll) Sub Engineer, PHE Division 
Nowshera.

iv) The status of the charges reflected in the charge sheet and statement of' 

allegation against Mr. Umar Hayat (BPS-1!) the then Sub Engineer,

PHE,Division Nowshera, now working as Sub Engineer, PHE Division 

Mardan.

Charge Name of Officer/official Charge/Allegstlon against 
accused officer/official

the Recommendation 
of the inquiry 
committee

No.

Mr. Umar Hayat (BPS- 

ll) the than Sub

1. In the Village Sadu Khel, the Rising 
Main and distribution system of the 
Water Supply and

Proven

Sanitation

be
«
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■?Engine'er,,, Scheme was found missing.

fDiyisJpn Ndwshera, 

now working as Sub 

Engineer, PHE

Division Mardan.

The Pipe Line (Rising Main) was 
laid in Nullah longitudinally on the 
surface without burying the pipeline 
in depth.

•Partially Proven

3. Pipes of various sizes measuring 
7061 Meter are missing, causing a 
loss of Rs.475 ] 996/- to the Public 
exchequer.

Proven

4. The work was not carried out as per 
standard specification of PHED.

Partially Proven

The loss assessed caused to the Provincial exchequer, apportionment of loss and the 

recoverable amount \A/orks out to Rs. 7, 91, 999/- (Seven lacs ninety one thousand nine 

hundred and ninety nine only) against Mr. Umar Hayat (BPS-ll) the then Sub Engineer, 

PHE Division Nowshera, now working as Sub Engineer, PHE Division Mardan.

The inquiry has been finalized on the provided available record by the inquiry committee as
desired and submitted for further necessary-action please.

Engr. Nasir Ghafoor Khan 

Superintending Engineer, 

Irrigation’Department. 

(Inquiry Officer).

Mr. Manzoor Ahmed 

Director Transport, 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa. 

(Inquiry Officer)..

Attes|ffMo
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To,
1. .Jfc-’ fjr_ i

?Mr. Manzoor Ahmad,
Director T

Engr. Nasir Ghafoor Khan, 
Project Director,
Bazai Irrigation Project, Mardan.

r
/T • fJ-ansport, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.

>

Subject;
Sadildu Khcl/ Asha rChoh

Pcspccicil Sil-s,

With reference
10 7 9014 'll the i0..-.20I4, It IS respectliilly suhiiiiitcd .• "iqaii-y proceedings on

IS under;

CSR 2009 is attached please.

2.

”*’'“""“'7r„, ' ....
tvcii J,i,cultural Ian*; ,esWc„ia| 

well are there and the ci 

and was

a dry-khvvar. 
government buildings and luhe- 

P-pe was laid in accordance with site reqn, rent cuts

.!.« la .. cT™ ■"* ■'Stilt, C™u.l,,
.teat dtfference between a Nullah and a dry-khwar.

The very purpose of laying G.I, Pipe is that it

even can be laid on 
excavation is not possible. ' 

nianufactiiring G.I. Pipes after making 

pipe used was that of the

has the strength to face all 
on the surface in hilly and hard

weathers and
ai-eas, where

The department has
approved certain

required tests and in this case the
approved firm.

3. i’he Sub Engl,leer and Contractor had 

(Executive Engi

the locals and the Executi

V
verbally informed the higher-ups

and Sub Divisional Officerneer
Cl) about the interference’of

,n V Engineer and Sub Divisional Oflicer reporicd
-writing to the local police..Copies of the
annexed.

ive

leports have already been

4. Standard Specification for G.I.
Pipe is attached please.

5. Copy of T. S. Estimate has already b 

Project Director, Bazai 

case.

een provided to Mr. Nasir Ghafoor
Irrigation Project, Mardan during hearing of the

Attestj
True

0 be
upy i
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1 have already provided sufficient "'documentary evidence'" of theft of 

pipes by the locals. In this regard reference is invited to para 19, 21 and 

22 of my reply and Aniicxurc-IV, V and VI, whereby the dcpai'lment has 

i'cpoiicd has reported to the local police and the police has conlirined that 

the whole pipe is lying with IheJocals, who claim it to have kept it at their 

homes as a “National Trust'’. Instead of dealing with the culpi its with iron 

hand, all concerned seem to have joined hands with them to save their 

skin, otherwise the police-was. required to book them under the relevant 

sections of law and recover the pipes from them, 

documentary evidence exclude oral evidence.

1

Under the law

7. As enunciated by the apex court in various judgements, an accused cannot 

be required to prove his innocence until the prosecution brings oral and 

documentary evidence on record in support of the charge/ accusation 

thereby shifting burden to the accused to prove his innocence and belie the 

prosecution evidence. '

It is for the department to prove its allegations against the accused. But 

unfortunately they have neither brought any oral or documentai'y evidence 

on record nor have been able.to shift burden to the accused for proving 

their innocence. A separate application in this regard is attached for 

requiring the department to produce their witnesses for cross examination 

being it a right given by law to the accused for safe administration of 

justice.

GENERAL:

(a) With due respect the department has issued the instant charge sheets while 

in great hurry without requiring the undersigned to explain things' during 

preliminary inquiry, but they did not bother to call for any explanation 

from the accused officers/ officials. It see^ms that the hurry was made and 

explanations were avoided to conceal things and justify approval of the 

fresh scheme under the garb of revised PC-I against the dictates of DDWP 

and in disregard of the directive of the Honorable Chief Minister KPK.

In the end I Ippe justice at your gracious hands in accordance with the law 
of the land.

(IMTIAZ)-----
Sub Engineer/ Accused

ATtesfWMfj be
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*1^ COMPOSITE SCHEDULE OF RATES 2008 NWFP 

As on J:ui-I\Iar (QTR-l) 2009i.1V.'

a/ Chapter# 24 TUBEWELLAjVD WATER SUPPLY
vV ;
■'r3

Rate (British System) IItem Code Description Rate (Metric System) Hem CodeiSpec. 
Composite No .

Remarks
Unit Labour Composite 'Unit Labour

Providing and Laying cut. joint, test & disinfect. Cl 
pipeline in trenches, complete : 12" i/d 
Providing and Laying cut, joint, test A disinfect G1 pipe 
line Using heavy quality GI Pipe : 4" Dia 
Providing and Laying cut. joint, lest A disinfect GI pipe 
line Using heavy qualiy GI Pipe : 6" Dia 
Providing and Laying cut. joint, test A disinfect GI pipe 
line Using heavy quality GI Pipe ; 8" Dia 
Providing and Laying cut, joint, tcstA^djsuifecl GI pipe 

/line Using medium quality GI PipeJ^^Dlj 
Providing and Laying cut, joint, lest A disinfect GI pipe 
line Using medium quality GI Pipe : 6' Dia 
Providing and Laying cut, joint, lest'A disinfect GI pipe 
line Using medium quality GI Pipe ; S" Dia 
Providing and Laying cut, joint, test A disinfect GI pipe 
line 1/sing light quality GI Pipe ; 1/2* i/d

24-17-3-03RA 130.54 2,380.85 428.30 7,811.19m
r

24-I6-a-0! 24-17-a-04Rft 38.16 431.41 125 19 1,415.38m

24-16-a-02 24-i7-a-05RO 54.23 628.98 177.91 2,063.57m

«24-I6-a-03 24-l7-a-06RA 70.29 735.79 230.62 2,414.02 ,ni

24-16-b-O! 24-!7-a-07RA 38.16 364.86 125.19 1,197.05m

24-16-b-02 24-17-B-08RA 54.23 538.23 • 177.91 1,765.83m ;
24-16-!)-03 24-17-a-09I’x" RA 70.29 632.94 230.62 2,076.59m

24-16-c-Ol 24-l7-a-l0RA 10.04 41.50 32.95 136.16m Cost of soekslj, (ees. 
elbows, bends, valves, 
crosses, unions and 
plugs etc IS included 
in ihe rales. .

j

24-17-a-ll

24-17-b-Ol24-16-C-02 Providing and Laying cut. joint, test A disinfect GI pipe
line Using light.quality GI Pipe : 3/4" i/d
Providing and Laying cut, joint, test A disinfect GI pipe
line Using light quality GI Pipe ; 1" i/d
Providing ami Laying cut, joint, test A disinfect Gi pipe
line Using light quality GI Pipe : 1.25" i/d
Providing and Laying cut, joint, test A disinfect GI pipe
line Using liglil quality GI Pipe ; 1.5’i/d

Providing and Laying cut, joint, test A disinfect GI pipe
line Using light quality GI Pipe : 2" i/d '
Providing and Laying cut. joint, test A disinfect GI pipe 
line Using light quality GI Pipe : 2.5* i/d 
Providing and Laying cut, joint, test A disinfect GI pipe 
'inc Using light quality GI Pipe : 3" i/d'

Providing and Laying cut, joint, test A disinfect GI pipe 
line Using liglil quality GI Pipe ; 4" j/tf '

Providing and Laying cut. joint, test A disinfect AC pipe 
line n,S5 Clas.s 'B'working pressure : 3' i/d

- RA 12,05 56.09 39.54 184.04m

24-i7-b-0224-16-C-03 RA I3.M 74.82 43.02 245,48 ,:■ m

24-l7-b-0324-I6.C-04 RA 16.07 95.93 52.71 314.72m
r-:-;

24-17-b-04!. t24-16-C-05 RA 18.08 118.20 59.30 387.8!m

24-17-b-OS24-16-C-06 RA 20.12 145.96 66.02 478.88m
/* i. 21-17-b-0624-16-C-07(

RA 22.09 196,33\ 72.48 644.13m r
24-16-C-08 .4^ 24-17-b-07

RA 30.13 233.41 '>8.84 765.77in
--J

24-I6-C-09 • 24.t7.b-08
RA 38.16 !■

340.66 125.19 l.l 1-7 65m

I24-i7.a-01 24-17-b-0‘>RA 16.07 79.23 52.71 259.94m Providing and 
insinlling specials and 
valves is not included 
ill tile rale, wKich is 
payable separately.

24-17-b-lO
I

24-17-b-tl24-17-a-O’. Providing and Laying cut. joint, test A disinfect AC pipe 
line nSS Class 'B’wiu king pressure : 4* i/d

18.08 110.57 59.30 362,76ni
<

24-!7-c-0l
\
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I

PHED, N.V/.P.P, STANDARD SPECIf-’ICJAx'IOl. SI:/CTI01'l-5 i

% •.
■M • ‘i-i

STAIIDARD SPECIPICATIOIJS FOR UYIHG, JOIMTING 
AlTD NESTING OF GALVANIZED IRQl. PIPES- I■ ''3

■ ,
y
1 , j

L

. SCOPE. dJ The work covered by this section of thelspecifica-
consists in furnisliine all plants,, labour, equipment

Govt:

•If •■■'i

‘■‘j tiona
appliances, mHeridl'■(■exdept mat-arislo specified t{^|be 
furnished) and in performing all operations in connection 
with water supply lines of v/elde.d or seanaeos, acre|/ed and 

socketed steal tubes', ahd, specials.

' ■ I
.4

1
• I,

I
4-i ..'i I

?; 4:
■■■I
t'.

% I:O^kiRATIOI'l'S2. •
"A atrainglvt tube of uniform b'bre^..I A .Tube.;-

■ ■ ^^4.

B.Socket:- The 'screwed, coupling utilizedlin 
jointing the tube together. -X '

a|'Pieces,nipples,long screws,b|nds, 
.union couplings.Tee,elbow,reducers, 
.'plugs etc. •

i
I

• ' C'.Spebials : -I V. ,•
■

■ . |:

D,Nominal.:Bore:-A size reference denoting th|'-^ .
approximate.'bore of the tubay For each 
size of tube-the out side di'h, is fixed

» ■'rr;.,

by the corrbaponding acrev/ thread.
. dimensions of B.S.21. The acj^ual bore.

;i5
i ■ i.

1 I'

3
,1 •.’•d

■

• m ■ ■;
1

/ of :eaoh size.vvill very accoi|ding to 
' the thickness of the.'barrel

■h
• ■;?

.'M •It‘SJ
3. ■■ r.^BR?:AL..

shall, conform to. BS3'|1367: 
and unused. The quali^ of 

meduim or heavy. 
stated in the bid sheet

II
'jt

All tubes and sp'ecialo 
igefS'lt ahall^be.new 
.tube^^'and specials- light

3r4'l!.■

•*
according., to the .grades■ -jf

.aSH.
m -

I'of the Mat’eris^ &:. Eauipment .;3.'2 •• Ap-oroval
Approval of t'he..material, shall' -be lione^ in a|. 

.mannlt-as. htateS^ mider section 2 ana|^ of the
■ ■ .atahtord,specif^^iafipn;:for A.C.water 3upplj/i|line 

‘ ■ and.;‘ap'purtenanhes^i ■
Tha'|^mensidn3.;'of the: duties and sockets shall be 

I dn'S^rEhoe 'With' the :.f plipwins tables, |t-

smSm'-.'d'4

■4. I'l.V!
5l ' (

• 3.0
;■

1. T.
f '•if::

.if: iii'*.:■:n •I
I Ai/• . .‘s .

-4 ■tIw ,

w IliMBiill



' •^!S:'jj.'’.^t"r.ii f v;'*5,'tMi-.;-!.’fi.?:/.-;

'f-

•\
!'." 'V':«0 ^ r*

: .’.i;\.'oi.':',i \. Vi-I ^ of-’'fftdel tubeo lij-iiit 
x^r~T. 1 zTTrr, .rcr! r~l'<1

■I

. ij^.v :i :y,:.i.o^:!.'iz\i<.i’.-.v.!itr^ t-d-y d-Lulit'di-.li-.'l i
Outside diameter

\/W

Weight of blade
•'• •'• tube ^___

PTaxn' I Screwed’ 
end; 
r;.’

ThtB lb/f,t.

.N-ominaJ. 
• -Boi’e'-1 r.ThickneesMin,■ Ma-x.• Jvl

• ■&;t4 socketedd:.r
I do

m (■;

■'ir.iof.'.o:K) J.•I i n- :•. r0-::M I lA',;yilri : • • •■ -.1:tr • I ••

did- i[:'.C;id:ic\v
0.^54 •

‘'■-6v82’5d-

■'I'ltilLx
.. .a. 347 _

0.64D
0.944

■^ •73,•.

2.76-
3.90.
4.58;

• .-^O.OSOuvt 
■:Qr,Q92-,„ .

0,104 
iSQ.mk-A
.. Q-.1.16 .
i ‘:0;426-IA',

.•‘ 0.‘123 '• • •
■ ■"0‘T44 ' ' 6.64'

1.36.'.-Ii1 1.75•I ■j.! :

2.22 
2 .‘812

iI'
^ w;;J.i ■•;.•■■: or

3.98i -4.69
6.84I

>
■Fi.; •>. .' .'■ • , .C' ‘• '•i'-v')

W 3V5 / ..T^abl'e .pimenaions-of Hteel lubes medium !^L.1 ■1

:' •
■' -i Outside ' diameter Weight of black

. tube_____ ^
Plain Screwed 

end

Thickness' V •

11 liiv
I-.:; laoir^'i 7.4; ; •

Sc
.id socketed

Tb/W" ' lb7ftTy\p)i~.^• ■ in •
■ 0.104
‘,;q;ip4' .. 

0.128 
- .0.128 

■ 0.128'. 
•.0..144- •

0.160

0.192‘ - 
. :- 0....1.92

I .■ •

- 0-.S31 
1.047 
1.316 
,1.657- 
1.889 .

■ 2.354 ■ 
^.••.g.9.6.9. ■•.

3.-'469' 
iiiHi'45-9'-.l;- 
.. 5r459 
••;;6.:459 •

0.822 . 0,828I ■f ' 0;856 " 
,1..072;- 
1.346^ 

!:1.,^687-;..
1.919 

••’2v394 '

,3,524-.

i.0'5' 1.07I 1-641 
2,1 'i; 
2.43:
3.4.2:,- 
4.38. 
5.69 
8.14- 

10.9|
12-Sl

1.65
2.13
2.46
3.47-
4.46-

* 4I 1
■,/M ; r ■■■: i ■■J

-V

■ 3 ■■ :i ••. •

:§
• J| v.:i UC'"-d

I 8.3^
11.2
13..3

m
64p-ixjb■ # «

'^1 ••• T•ll. r •
I : »•.

§-:'r:0SM ;f;7t4‘Wh1 dbbini0n0i^>hs^
. ■ V' ••'/••

“ \v:.w -w...._____________________ ^__ ____
’IfomlnaSl Outside diameterT 
• ••'•Bore

.1
W:SI Weight of black

tube
■V.

Thickness
- Mih .'- ■■ "Screwed b 

■ socketed
Plain

eiih• .
r1 ""ibTftIb/tftin•• in' ■' ■ • 'in ,T■ iXi--- 

V-

•1 •■'f
..

-1^ .i.-i''*'.'*' ^ - ..
' 0.856 

1:.072- 
•.■.•.'1» 3.46, - 

4.68,7. 
4--17919- 

•2 .-39.4, 
3-0.14--.

■ *'3.''524- 
,.4.,•524 . 
, ■.3.534.■

•6>'539•

■ 0,128 
0.128 

• 0.160 
0.160 
O.16O . 

. 0.176
0.17.6 

- ■'0.192 ' 
• 0,212 

' • '0.212..

0.983O.S>7'7o-:-o'.:83T ' 
•^4^: 047- 
.;'-A.-3l6-., 

'1.657 
/i-47883 
^■. 2 054.
- ..•2-.969 

• yASS
'-■4.459

■;-5.459-
6,.459

I 1.281.27i ri':W ■• . ■ 2.011 2.00 
2.58 
2.98 
4.,114
5.3n

2.60•ii
3.01
.4^79; . 
5.i9 

-6.87

AW
• j-

2:-.7'91

•;i ■•■ - 6.7-6
•3.4^ 9 .-919.7*11 4v:s. . 12.312.0: 

14 .-3;
• j'■I 5' '^r 

6-:|.,..
i 14.-7

4
4 ■■■-'A- .. I-. .

4 (-i ,

• '-'t.4I
MS®;: '•T. r.

L



■ a
■ ( -3- )/'> ■ f'.
■"I hr.b

■ 'Tile follo',vin;^ ,aanuX<-:'.cturln;.s tolorancup shall be 

permitted on tubes.

■ -I *4'.•• ,. 'V-
(

'a

■ >3s 4,1 Thickness *..
if-t - B/i•Lii^hf welded i!^-1 . + no limited.' ^

.;xMedium and heavy tubes. 
. './elded.'•{ - 10/.

+ no' limited.
■ ■';! .

•it
1[.ii- nu

+ no limited. 4.
Seamless.

..d:i
I•a. ■'^ ■ • A.2 Wei,?,ht.I :.. I5 con3i/;$nrnent weiglit for quuritities of.. i The mean

■i ^ r.' • .•
•500' ft (.150 Ki) />; over of one size shall no^ deviate. 

. frcmi standard weight by more then,plus orjrainus ^
J

.5I tube shall deviate from standard^-weight by
■I ■

Ho rjsingle 
more than 10% plus S; S/o- minus.

'I
■ 'Jl j

•■fi i

•h
•It• 4.3' J pint 3_.'.

Tubes shall be supplied screwed with'taper 
threads and unless otherwise specified fi|;ted with one ; 
3cr!ew socket-. Socket shall liavc parallel .|hread unless 

specified. In order to prevejvt ':datnage to the
ends oi the socket shall be chamfered

.!'I
»•

I ■

• ‘-it
' ^ 3 ' otlierv/ise 

' leading thread the
-0

.:1 :-ih.5 • :e-internally.. • ''i 
: . 1 •a €. iv.

EXCAVATION.■c-i 5. •f •; ISi work shall be carried out strif^tly in 
with the section I of the s.tanjiard specifi- 

Excavation,Trenching and 3ac,kf|illinG for 
■Water Lines and Appurtenances ..with the f<^.povuns modi­
fication in the minimum cover.over the pfpe line accor- , 
ding to the nature of formation.

' NATURE OP I'ORiVl/driON.

The5.1I'A
■4 accordance 

■c.a.tion for7‘.

.•:- •;^ I
i [glflkilJM COVER^

% ■ ■; i-'
1 •S. ■ Hard Sc Soft' Soil. .

■GrSvel-rBouldSr Pormation. -
mA •t V 
*

3? 32.•r.'^3!
-■Ti'-S*’*'" ' . I

C'ong'i’omerate and' Rocks.. L- ■^5. I_ -.y

where the engineer incharge feels 
riot practical, divei'Oi|:n and other 

uneconomical he may-|;perniit the

. -iS In locations 
that.excavation is

works are

J. .•■

4
protection•>; .if^11( -4- ) .'If

I
4 4s,f'411 >
'•ii

4^it
■%:



T•3
;:S ( -4-^ )

' t' :-'5-

' contractor to anchor the pipes to the rock lormotion 
T- uain;; .proper Anchor bolta ciid clamps provided no , 

addition payment '.vill be made ior tiiio \Jorklivery 
20-ft.length shall be anchor’^d at

; i
■ -V/-I 5^. )

•]1
■'$

pipe of average 
rainiK-ium of tv/o places, fhe bolts shall be gr'outed to

side the firm rock using ;jn:4 cement

■ftS ■d.

a minimum of 9'’ in 
sand mortor. To afford proper anchorge the bplt should

the bottoms end. The clamp shall
I . i. h

;v'■S tri be ragged or split at 
be of. such a'design that the pipe .could be r^emoved if 
heeded v;ithout any damage to'the clamp. The.jf.lollowing 

bolts, and clamps shall be adopted.-;

1
.v

«•;l ■ • ,> sizes, for
I

Clamps to be' 
fabricated from 
h.3.flat . __ .

I Anchor bolts.Pine dia. I- .1
4 i

■. *,s ■4diaI ■f.

1^“ X-Ei”

?'•r.
■s■|

I2 - 4'‘■■S 2".?ii I-S''•I 5'‘‘' “ u
U' 1

In location where even achoring is hoi possible ^ .. ;■
some other metnodo 

In such a case a

Is
■ . 5.-2

I.the engineer incharge may decide on. 
of laying like a bridge crossing etc. 
deduction shall be made from the rate for -^[116 excava- 
tio^not carried out u the cost of. bridge grossing will ; 
be-paid in addition to the

I 1
■t

■

. j
*'

. rate for- laying.tjand jointing. ;t hh.'a'■i; ilk * •
:k'-h; 5. . 6.. #•

LI i

shall be- handle.^' in such 
to the trench tn sound &;

Pipe and accessories 
to insure delivery..'i |»=h!

Pipe shall be

■iiiv|

’M. ..>■ )
hisveicpeMe. in a satisfactory manner. ^
carried into'position and not drag:;ed. interior
pipe and acoessories- shall he thorouahly cleaned of 
Lilian matter.before heina lowered into trench 8c

■ slilibe kept clean during laying operati^ by plugging.
or itlier-approved method. Before.installa|ion the pipe 
shhl'be inspected.for defects.. Material |ound to be

laying shell bejpeplaced wiuh 
'^' to 'b’he

?v.

1 I

:
■ - :A

■ ■ m
i' 'B

dG-'‘^’ectivb before or after
.30^d material with out addition.al expen3|.'.5^

1
?

G-ov ernmen't,-1 ' Ik-% if•V

1 . ( -5- )
I

• V.

1
.‘i.a

Wr,.■..-'I'

m- ■ iillliiia
-"vii'ihh : miMM !~y,-



%
. ( -5- )V.i

IP
. ■

&• 2 Cut and rethreadin;^ of Pirju.

Cuttinf:; of pipe shall be done in a neat and 
work .Aicin liko /p.anner. .Threading of pipe mIkiII be done 

to B.S.S,21.

-

..I r-

'facco.rdin
•i.n

^ • 3" .Loco_Hpjl». \U
V/here the location of . the pipe is not clearly 

defined by dimensionG on the drawing, the water pipej^ 
GhnM be located aa directed by the engineer incharge.

■!>

J'i

•vi •

■y
■’f- i-!6^ Placing and. Loyirvy.. .

It shall be ensured that all the threads are in .
■ perfect-condition, ihe jointing work shall.bp arrangpd 

in such a manner.that in caae of every joint the two^ 
enda of.the pipe shall be equidistant from the midd^p 
of the socket;,.end shall have a space not more then ope

• I

quarter of an"inch between them in the center of, thei 
soclcet. A fevh'atrandB of cotton yarn smeared with 
■V7hite load paste B'hall be carefully wound on the thrpada.

The pipes shall bo screwed up tightly in order-;: 
to ensure that each and every joint is perfectly v/a-tjpr 
tight- agains-t. Uie test head of water. In open country 
inspection 'Tee shall be-provided at every 1000 ft'd^- 
tance. All changes in the direction nhall be effecte^d ,

whersever practicable and the useypf 
elbo\;s shall :.-:be restricted'in oases where there is no 
room for bends. In such cases only round elbov/c shalp.

.' be allowed and in no case'square elbows shall be use^.

I5

■1
:

i !:
li:■??
I?I '!
;

i
i

i!i
:■

! 'i

• ■ ^ s. .

'i
by: means of. b.ends !

■ ^ I ;
'i

- 13 6♦5- ll^^binypi.
contractor shall provide facilities for n, 

of line. The contractor shall make arrangement 
for dicposal-fcf waste water. The pipe line shall be|- 
flushed by keeping all the branches open, flushing y-f:

continued untill clear vmter starts flov/ing.

■'i The
flushing !

. ■

• -I S' •

shall be
; ?he entire nA work be flushed section by section,

at.minimura 2.5 feet per second.

■ti

/:%
. -5?' I'.: i:!4'LEAKj^ i:i:ST>.• 1 •-1)■ii

Plusiiing -of' the pipe line .shall be followed by.
contractor shall provide facilities 

V/ater ^nd pumpii-ig'I'

i ■• 5 - 7.1 ■

n-- a leakage test. The 
for-performing the leakage^test. 
facilities shall be provided by the contractor. All^- 
joints shali'be left exposed. Leakage test shall b^j.

.' •( -6- )

;l'>

I . 'i f
■■11$;n -1if im■ HI.-It . n

TTW
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( -6- )

/ ll\Q uncle properly plui^i/.ed i-operlorr.ic-d by keopiny 
'rebibt about 150;: of tho toot preoouro 
the lino all voivoo Qiicl openini.3 ahal] bo kofit open.

□ lowly, i/tien tlie pips

hi' i" 
r X-'-

anhi vvator shall-be tilled in
co..pletely filled with water a.ii all air expelled water 

ehtll .be pu,„ped in to xhe line at the test ppsoure 
and shall be maintained for at least 2 hourri.^ bach end 
every -joint bo inspected for leahs a;id all vioible 
leaks removed a displacement leakage tost stell be per- -

' foi’ the nev/ly laid'^pipo line, 
filled v'ith measured -huantity

•H5
iif 
b: '

h

i
.•r

I for^TiOd. by the contractor 
rhe pipe lino shall be : 
of water and all air ; 
o-;;pelled. ■

i
i

1 froiA the pipe line shf.l-l be

I
>•

oiinll be accepted untillho pipin'.^ iiistallation
is equal to or less then the nuiijber of ^

deter.’iiined by the follov/ins^

h 'i7.2 •
■r bhe, leahay.e

impehal gallons per hour as
i

•irli

■ fornula,'
V • ■. I

= ..0004b WD't L> .r
in linperial t;2illons, |j,,.•:U = Le£ikar;e

number of joints, 

■li'oniinnl

Average test pressure

'H.i. ft.-ih
t. dia'of the pipe in.inches.

during'Jteot P.S.I
. -h D «
X -

■ • P • • ■ 1’

S ' li.'
ft; !!■

•■•1

; line failin^Hhe 
□ hall locate '£i|id repair 

or joint at hih|i expense.

In the event of the pipe7.3
leah&se tent', the contractor 
theblefective pipe,fittinyh

dewatering the line for repairs the
by the;||i;.n£;ineer-In

I

5 I'or
shaia follow 

• Charge. 
l-iiie-,tho
vdlinot be accepted untill it passes

the instructions given%
. After repairs, of thefor diaposal of v/ater'f.

retest the line .|i'i'hc . line
the lleakage test

contractor shall
•a

it^•1 ftvv
.1

7,4 ' Ret'estjiilS_.ii-ti-?---^^—
Xnclcfiiled,

a leakage oest
the.line .

- After the pipe line -trench has been
' thJentire line shall be subjected to

hoiP unit -^he contractor shall reiid^r 
ns a whole unit. reouheraent sped-, |

test re'peated an|>cpairs aff-' 

the loniicage test-, ^

•
is

^■3

if -it fails to paoa
in before. The

the leakage

>•t
fied here

untill the pipe line paancs Meched
•'1

i1

II
•iV

41;1'.s
i■a

4^4k-li: I,:ib;• .-m,. ....

;____ _



L.

To,
V

i';Mr. Manzoor Ahmad,
Director Transport, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa.

' i77

Engr. Nasir Ghafoor Khan, 
Project Director,
Bazai Irrigation Project, Mardan.

Subject: REQUEST FOR CALLING WITNESSES FOR CROSS EXAM: TN
CASE PERTAINING TO IRREGULARITIES COMMITTED IN
WATER SUPPLY SCTIEMR ASHAKMEE SAOIJ KHEL NOWSMERA.

The undersigned has been served with a charge-sheet for committing 

iiTegularities in execution of Water Supply Scheme Asha Khel - Sadu Khel Nowshera. It 

has been alleged in the Charge-sheet that due to laying of the pipeline in the Nullah 

longitudinally on the surface without burying it in depth as per standard specification of 

PHED, it has been washed-away by the flood, which resulted in missing of 7061 meter 

pipes and loss of Rs.47,51,996/- to the public exchequer.

Though I have categorically denied and satisfactorily rebutted the 

charge(s) in my written reply and have proved that the concocted charge(s) have been 

leveled in the air without any substance on the basis of hearsay for ulterior motives, yet 

justice demand for providing me an opportunity to cross-examine the witnesses (if any) 

in support of the charge(s) leveled agkinst me.. It will enable the Honorable Inquiry 

Committee to sift grain from chuff and reach to the truth.

It is, therefore, most humbly prayed that the department may graciously be 

directed/ required to produce their witnesses (if any) in support of the charge(s) leveled in 

Xht c]\dxgQ-s\\QQt for my cross examination.

(IMTIAZ)
Sub Engineer/ Accused

7

be
Trae Gop.v

/

.1
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SHOW CAUSE NOTICE

f I, Pervez Khattek, Chief Minister Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, as competent 
authority, do hereby serve you Mr. Imtiaz (BPS-11), Sub Engineer PHE Sub 
Division Nowshera, under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants 
(Efficiency & Discipline) Rules, 2011, with this notice for the charges mentioned 
in the disciplinary action/statement of allegations already served upon you vide 
PHE Department's endorsement No.SO(Estt)/PHED/8-26/2014 dated January 03, 
2014.

That on going through the inquiry report of the Inquiry Committee, 
material on record and other connected documents, I am satisfied that the 
following charges leveled against you have been proved:-

"The PHED standard specifications have not been fully followed 
during the burying of pipes and in case of lying on ground/rocky 
surface no proper clamping arrangement were observed. Due to non 
installation of the distribution system of the scheme the issue of 
buryjng the pipes does not arise, therefore, the payment made is in 
advance without execution of work at site. Your negligence has 
caused financial loss of Rs.47,51,996/- to the government/public 
exchequer."

That as a result thereof, I, as the authority in the exercise of powers 
conferred on me under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants 
(Efficiency & Discipline) Rules, 2011, have tentatively decided to impose upon 
you the nriajor/minor penalty(s) of "

Y .g^ 7

You are, therefore, required to show cause as to why the afore-said 
penalty/penalties should not be imposed upon you, and Intimate whether you 
desire to be heard in person.

2.

3.

A
ronly. f/

1
4.

5. If no reply to this notice is received within fourteen days of its 
delivery, it shall be presumed that you have no defence to put in and an ex-parte 
action will be taken against you.

Copy of the inquiry report is enclosed.6.

^ -00^ i/t

( PERVEZ KHATTAK ) 
CHIEF MINISTER 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
2-0 ■ /£>■ 36 11,,

Attmcd to be 

True Copy
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To: The Hon’ble Chief Minister, 
Khyber PakhtUnkhwa/ 
(Competent Authority).

\(I
Through: Secretary PHED;

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

Subject:

Reference: Show-cause notice issued.to the undersigned vide Secretary PHED letter
No.SO(Estt)/PHED/8-26/2014,’dated 27/10/2014! : '

REPLY TO SHOW CAUSE NOTICE:

Respectfully Sheweth;

(1) THAT the Show-cause notice issued to the undersigned is against law/ rules 

being not accompanied by the Inquiry Revori as directed in the West Pak: 

S&GAD; letter No. 80X11-2-4/60, dated 10,5.1960, hence needs to be 

revoked. Copy of Suvvlementary Report provided with the show-cause notice 

does not serve the purpose nor does it fulfill the requirement of law/ rules. 

Despite written request, copy of the Inquiry Report/ statements of witnesses 

examined by the Inquiry committee (if any) haye not been supplied to the 

undersigned till date which prima facie suggests inefficiency of the dealing 

hands. Any punishment inflicted in the circumstances will be against law.

THAT members of the Inquiry Committee (themselves) deserve exemplary 

punishment for their inefficiency as in the first instance they submitted a vague 

and incomplete report with a request for constituting a departmental committee 

of senior level Engineers to determine the exact loss. The said defective/ 

incomplete Inquiry Report was remanded back to the Inquiry Committee vide 

Secretary PHED letter dated 16/6/2014 with the directions;-

(2)

To determine and report as to whether the charges reflected in the charge 
sheets are proved, partiaily proved or otherwise.

To fix responsibility and assess the losses caused to the Provincial 
exchequer, work out apportionment of losses amongst accused officers/ 
officials and recommend recovery thereof from the officers/ officials held 
responsible.,

ii.

The above observations prima facie suggest that no decision could be taken on 

the basis of incomplete Inquiry Report and a detailed measurement of the pipes 

was a must to ascertain the actual loss. But even after remand, the members of 

the Inquiry Committee avoided to take pain of measurements for assessing the 

actual loss and instead they just addressed a letter to the Executive Engineer

AttesfSi;!^ to be 

Trut •V. /
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PHED, Nowshera on 3/7/2014 for working-out the details of losses and 

providing relevant record by completing the task within 7 days time, which 

amounts to shirking of responsibility on part of members Inquiry Committee.

When things were abnormally delayed and the Executive Engineer did not 

provide the . desired, details/ calculations, the members of the Inquiry 

Committee {while sitting in their office) blindly submitted, a false 

Supplementary Report {ignoring all ground realities and without carrying out 

measurements of the missing and available pipes) making recommendations 

therein to recover Rs.47,51,996/- (from the accused) as per apportionment 
detailed below:

0

Engr. Nasir Latif Xen:
(ii) Mr. Yousaf Jan S.D.O.
(hi) Mr. Imtiaz Sub Engr:,
(iv) Mr. Umar Hayat Sub Engr:

Total

(i) = Rs. 15,83,999/-
; .Rs. 15,83,999/-

\ ' Rs.. 7,91,999/-
=■ Rs. 7.9L999/-

Rs. 47,51,996/-

With due respect, how the Inquiry Committee could decide the quantum of 

loss/ recovery agairist each accused without carrying out measurements and 

calculating pipe admittedly available with the locals.

Your honor must question them to identify and refer to the relevant rules 

which regulates share of responsibility against Engineering staff, which will 

prove their inefficiency and irresponsible behaviour. How a person ignorent of 

law and rules can be appointed as Inquiry Officer ^d allowed to play with the 

fate of others. It makes one laugh to decide the quantum of responsibility/ 

recovery against accused without proper measurement/ calculation and/ or 

identifying the relevant rules regulating the quantum of responsibility? Is there 

no rule knowing person in the province to ensure justice to the undersigned?

(3) A charge by itself does not stand for proof, but need to be proved bv

adducin2 lawful evidence in accordance with Oanun-e-Shahadat. Further

more all the accused had filed separate applications for calling prosecution 

witnesses for their cross examination. It was incumbent upon Inquiry 

Committee to call for the. department\to produce witnesses and adduce 

documentary evidence to prove the charges against accused and to provide a 

fair opportunity of cross-examination to the accused against such witnesses/ 
record.

Att^^ to be
True Copy
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(4) Rule 11 to 13 of the KPK Govt. Servants (E&D) Rules, 2011 empower the 

Inquiry Committee to summon and examine any person on oath and to provide 

opportunity of cross-examination on such witnesses to the accused.

(5) But here in this case, the Enquiry Committee did not require the department to 

adduce evidence in support of the charges nor did it provid opportunity of 

cross-examination to the accused. Rather the Inquiry Committee has shown 

great negligence in deciding the fate of the case/ accused without examining 

any evidence in support of the charges 'while ignoring written applications of 

the accused.

(6) The Committee was required and bound in law to consider and properly weigh 

the plea/ reply of the accused. ‘ In his reply, the accused (undersigned) has 

plausibly, explained the fact of missing pipe with documentary, evidence to 

prove stealing of the pipe by the locals. Reply to the Charge-sheet submitted 

by the undersigned may be considered as part and parcel of instant reply.

(7) The accused have brought official letters and police report on record which 

proves stealing of pipe by the, locals. The documentary evidence adduced by 

them has neither been denied/ rebutted by . the department nor by the Enquiry 

Committee. Reportedly the Enquiry Committee admits the fact of availability 

of pipe with the locals in Para -11 of their “Findings”.

(8) All concerned including the department, the police and even the Inquiry 

Committee have admitted that, the, pipe extracted by the locals is still lying 

with the people and needs to be collected. In the circumstances, there seems 

no justification to affect recovery from the accused for the pipe stolen by the 

locals. It will be a mockery of law to punish accused for the wrongful act of 

others. This is the dictate of law described in the maxim “Nemo Punitur Pro 

. v4///eno Z>e//cto” The depaitihent has already issued instructions to the field 

formation for collecting the stolen pipes, but with ho follow up.

(9) But strangely the Inquiry report is silent about the legal and factual 

submissions made by the accused in their replies. The convincing replies of the 

accused supported by documentary evidence :arid based on cogent

could not be overlooked! brushed aside.
reasons

I'

(10) In absence of proof/ evidence (in support of the charge) and without weighing 

submissions of the accused, the charges cannot be said to have been proved in



law and hence the recommendations of the Enquiry Committee are baseless 

and without any lawful substance.

(11) The Enquiry Committee has not carried-out any measurements to determine 

actual quantity of the missing pipes and hence there seems no justification for 
believing their ipse-dexit. No punisliment can be inflicted on the basis of such 

vague and defective report, i Rather it calls for awarding exemplary punishment 

to the members Inquiry Committee for (i) delaying inquiry; (ii) shirking 

responsibility and (iii) submitting a false and bogus report/ recommendations 

without carrying out detailed measurements and taking into account the 

available quantity

(12) In the last, it is pointed out that the very purpose of initiating instant inquiry 

(by the department) was to justify approval of a new scheme without making 

any efforts for collecting the pipes taken away by the locals, which badly 

reflects on the claim of good governance as there is none to take notice of 

things/ affairs going on in the government offices while enjoying authority by 

making innocent officers/ officials an escape goat for looting government 

exchequer. Your honor may like to take notice of things to ensure good 

governance by providing justice to the undersigned.

(13) It will not be out of place to state/ remind that, while granting approvel to the 

new scheme the issue of pipes extracted by the locals was very much discussed 

before the DDWP, but instead of doing the needful the Chief Engineer (South) 

initiated inquiry without explaining things or making efforts for collecting of 

pipes taken away by the locals.

(14) Attention is invited to the- charge levelled against the accused in the charge 

sheet and that described in the show-cause, which differs from each other 

which suggests that the undersigned is being punished on a charge not served 

upon him. The allegation made in the charge sheet by itself disproves the 

charge stated in the show-cause.

Tn the wake of these , circumstances, it is most humbly prayed to kindly with­
draw the instant show-cause notice and: exonerate the accused of the charge. I also wish to be 

hard in person.
-

Attest 

XroeCopy
Dated: 10.11.2014: (IMTIAZ)

Sub Engineer/ A.ccused

d
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ill
GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

PUBLIC HEALTH ENGG; DEPARTMENT

Dated Peshawar the, November 11, 2015

I
i.
iii;

7NOTIFICATION

No.SOrESTT')PHED/8~26/2013; WHEREAS, Mr. Imtiaz (BPS-11) the then Sub 

Engineer PHE Division Nowsliera now posted as Sub Engineer PHE, Division Swabi was
iiill

i
proceeded against under the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Govt^rnrnent Servants (Efficiency & 

Discipline) Rules, 2011, for the irregularities committed in the Drinking Water Supply 

Scheme Asha Khet Sadu Khel District Nowshera.
i
•iiii

Iy\

•2. AND WHEREAS, for the said act of misconduct he was served with charge 

sheet/statement of allegations to which he submitted his reply.
iii
:k!

iSi

3. AND WHEREAS, an Inquiry Committee comprising Mr. Manzoor Ahmad, Director 

Transport,, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and Engr. Nasir Ghafoor, Superintending Engineer, 

Irrigation Department was appointed, who submitted the inquiry report.

iii
AND WHEREAS, he was served with Show Cause Notice containing tentative 

major penalty of "Removal from Service, besides recovery of pecuniary loss of

Rs.791,999/-", to which he submitted his reply.

•4.

ill'
d

NOW THEREFORE, the Competent Authority after having considered the charges, 

material on record, inquiry report of the Inquiry Committee, explanation of the official 

concerned during persona! hearing held on 09-09-2015 and in exercising his powers 

conferred under Rule-14(5)(ii) of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants 

(Efficiency & Discipline) Rules, 2011, has been pleased to impose the major penalty of 

"Removal from Service, besides recovery of pecuniary loss of Rs.791,999/-", 

upon the aforementioned official.

5.

i
I
i

SECRETARY TO ■ 
Govt; of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 

Public Health Engg: Department

li

aI1
!

I

Pated Peshawar the, November 11, 2015Endst: No.SOrESmPHED/8-26/2013

Copy is forwarded for Information & necessary action to the:-

1. Accountant General, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshuwor.
2. Chief Engineer (South) PHE Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar
3. Chief Engineer (North) PHE Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Pesh^twar 

, 4, Superintending.Engineer PHE Circle Peshawar/Niardan
5. Executive Engineer PHE Division Nowshera/SWabi
6. District Accounts Officer Nowshera/Swabi
7. PS to Chief Secretary, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar
8. PS to Secretary PHE Department, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawaj;
9. PA to Deputy Secretary (Admn) PHE Department Peshawar

10. Official concerned.
11. Office Order File / Persona! File.

Tr ut‘ Co;^^ v
u

ii!ill SECTION OFFICER (ESTT:)
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•VTo
/^n9^<^X /C

^ ^ The worthy Chief Minister
Govt, of IGiyberpukhtunkhwa, 

er^ CM House Peshawar.V

Subject: Petition for Review of the Notification dated 11.11,2015 whereby
appellant was imposed upon the major penalty of removal from
service with recovery of pecuniary loss of Rs.791,999/-.

Respected Sir,

With due respect I have the honour to submit this departmental' review for 
your kind consideration and favourable action on the following facts and grounds:

That the appellant was serving as Sub-Engineer in the Public Health 
Engineering Department, having 23 years service at his credit with 
unblemished service record. During the relevant days, he was posted as Sub- 
Engineer, Public Health Engineering Division, Nowshera.

That on 03.01.2014, appellant was suspended on account of the alleged 
irregularities in the Water Supply and Sanitation Scheme of Sadu Khel/Asha 
Khel District Nowshera. He was also issued Charge Sheet and Statement of 
Allegations vide letter dated 13.01.2014 alleging inefficiency, misconduct & 
corruption therein. In response to the same appellant submitted his detailed 
reply thereby explaining his position and denying the charges.

That the Enquiry Committee then conducted the enquiry and submitted its 
report copy of which was obtained by the appellant after submitting 
application there-for. Moreover, certain queries raised by the Enquiry 
Committee during the proceedings were also clarified in writing fully 
supported by documents. At the close of enquiry appellant also submitted 
application for the cross-examining the witnesses produced against him but 
the same was not considered.

1.

i

2.

3.

an

That Final Show Cause Notice was then issued to the appellant which 
was replied, charges were denied and appellant explained his position before 
your good-self but vide impugned Notification dated 11.11.2015 appellant 
was imposed upon the major penalty of removal from service with recovery 
ofRs.791,999/-.

That now appellant being aggrieved of the Notification ibid, files this 
departmental review before your good-self inter-alia on the following 
grounds :-

4. too

1;

5.

-t
• i
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tiGrounds:

A. That the charges leveled against the appellant are baseless, ill-founded and 
have nothing to do with the actual facts on the ground and were therefore not 
entertainable. Moreover, the charges leveled against the appellant are 
sweeping, uncertain, ambiguous and therefore are against the law.

B. That the Pipeline of Sadu Khel was laid as per the approved plan according 
to the standard specification of PHED. In this regard the work of Asha Khel 
Section is a speaking proof of executing works in accordance with the 
standard specification of PHED as the same is satisfactorily working and 
defect has been noticed therein. So far as the flood is concerned, it has 
caused no particular loss in the vicinity of the village Sadu Khel. The 
washing away of Pipeline of Sadu Khel Section by the flood is ill-founded 
inas much as the Pipeline of Asha Khel which was also laid from the same 
source, has not been damaged by the flood and moreover, in case of flood 
capable of sweeping away GI Pipes, it would have demolished the Switch 
Room and would have also damaged the Tube-well but the same has not 
happened which negates the charge against the appellant. Moreover, the 
general abstract of cost of AM&R showing details of flood damages to WSS 
in District Nowshera copy of which has been supplied to the Enquiry 
Committee shows that the estimated cost for rectification of damages in the 
nearby localities of Sadu Khel is nominal (in thousands) which also proves 
that the flood has caused no particular loss in the vicinity of Sadu Khel.

That the Pipeline of Rising Main and distribution system of village Sadu 
Khel is admittedly missing and it was the responsibility of the Inquiry 
Committee to have investigated the issue on this line. During the execution 
of the Scheme the locals of the village Sadu Khel were not allowing the 
labour to work and were indulged in abstracting the pipes, therefore, the 
matter was reported to the Police vide letters dated 17.05.2010 and 
25.05.2010 copies of which were supplied to the Inquiry Committee and it 
was thereafter that the intervention was stopped and the work completed 
according to standard specification of PHED. It is known to everybody that 
the locals of the village Sadu Khel and Kandrah Khel have removed the 
pipes. The Executive Engineer PHE Division, Nowshera vide his letter dated 
17.12.2013 and copy of SDO letter dated 30.12.2013 were also brought into 
the notice of the Inquiry Committee which clearly suggests that pipes 
stolen by the locals and interestingly the same are still lying with them and 
similarly the Chief Engineer South yide letter dated 11.09.2013 has directed 
the Executive PHE Division, Nowshera to take into the account the available 
material in Rising Main etc. of WSS Sadu Khel lying idle at the earliest. 
(Copy of the letter dated 11.09.2013 is attached as Annexure-A). The local 
Police did not take proper action and only have recorded the statements of a 
few persons who have admitted that the pipes are lying in their houses as a 
national trust. Instead of action against the culprits, the appellant has been 
made.

no

C.

were

0
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r That since the commencement of the subject scheme, appellant remained 
attached therewith till May, 2010 when he was transferred to Dir Lower vide 
office order dated 24.05.2010 where he submitted arrival report on 
01.06.2010. The charge of the post of Sadu Khel Seetion was then handed- 
over to Umar Hayat, Sub-Engineer, who was already Incharge of the Asha 
Khel Section of the same Division. He completed the remaining portion of 
Rising Main of Sadu Khel Section while work on distribution line was 
already eompleted during tenure of the appellant. (Copies of transfer order, 
Arrival report and Extracts from the Service Book are Annexure-B).

'-'-D

That it has been alleged that the pipe was laid longitudinally in the nulla but 
in fact there is no nulla but a dry Khuwar. Even Agricultural lands, 
residential and government buildings are there and the pipes was laid in 
accordance with the site requirement and properly covered under the earth 
upto allowable depth. There is a big difference between a nullah and a dry 
Khuwar. The purpose of lying GI Pipe is that it has the strength to face all 
weather and can be laid on surface in hilly and hard areas where excavation 
is not possible. The Department has approved certain manufacturing GI 
Pipes after making the requisite tests, and in the instant case the pipe used 
was that of approved firm.

E.

F. That the Inquiry Committee has failed to bring home the charge leveled 
against the appellant by collecting the evidence against him. No 
documentary or oral evidence has been taken in support of the charge nor 
appellant have been provided opportunity .of cross-examining the witnesses 
inspite of his application for summoning such witnesses for cross- 
examination of the appellant.

G. That inspite of the fact that appellant has established by documentary proof 
that the missing pipe was not only taken away by the locals and still lying 
with them and that the matter was properly brought into the notice of 
concerned authorities, the Inquiry Committee did not bother to inquire into 
the fact and jumped to the conclusion without any basis for holding the 
appellant responsible.

That in view of the availability of the pipe lying with the locals due to 
inaction on the part of the concerned authorities to recover the same, the 
imposition of recovery of loss of such pipes is quite illegal and therefore, is 
not sustainable in the eye of law. Appellant has been burdened with the 
responsibility for the fault of others without any justification muchless 
lawful.

H.

That it is also pertinent to submit here that the DDWP in its meeting which 
was scheduled on 06.09.2013 approved a new WSS for the said area and 
moreover it was also decided that the cost of available material should be 
deducted from the existing cost of the scheme and in this respect the Chief 
Engineer (South) PHE Department vide letter dated 11.09.2013 ibid, 
directed the Executive Engineer to do the needful in this regard.

Attest to 

rnujc ,

I.
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appellant also requests for personal hearing to explain his position 
beiore your good-self. ^

It is, therefore, humbly requested that on acceptance of this departmental 
review, the impugned Notification dated 11.11.2015 may kindly be set aside by 

reinstating the appellant into' service with all back benefits.

Yours faithfully

--- JP
Imti az Muhammad,
Ex-Sub Engineer 
PfiE Division, Swabi 
R/o Village Badraga, PO Dagi, 
Tehsil Razar, District Swabi

Dated: _/!__/ ///2015

;

i

;■
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23 AM&R WSS'Baliadar Khei 0.018
■i 24 AM<S:R WSS Pnlosni Pnynn 0.036

25. AM&R WSS Pahari Katti Khel 0.045 iX
26 AM&R WSS Manai 0.020
27 AM&R WSS Maraji 0.023
28 AM&R WSS Pir Pai (Station Koroona)

AM&R WSS Jaroba ( Gravity based )

:AM&R;WSS:;Spin;kha^(T/WeIl No-I)
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32
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oriscn or the EXEc:uTj\i!LC]::JgLiN-m.^K
No.\V-36/ <^iIE-S ■ /l^alcd Now.slicra ihc. ____

To.

TIicS.M.O.
Police Slalion Nowsheni,/

EXTRACTION OF PIP!’, I.INE BY LOCALS OF 
VILLAGESADU Kill-

Subjcct:-
I.-.

It has I'ccn reported hy ilio conlraclor as well as hy the 
Sub Engineer incharge that loeals of village Sauu K.hel have CNlracied pipeline of Water 
Supply Scheme Sndu Khcl /Asha KlicFon I5-5-7010 and threaten labour not to work.

-r
It is thcrclbrc rcqurc.sted that law-fiil action may be taken against 

Culprits so that scheme can be completed by June-eOl 0 please.

H.sccutivc Lnginecr 
Public Mcalth LnggtOivision 

Nowshcra

Copy of (he above is forwarded to

)1. 'Phe District Coordination (PlTieer Ditarici Nowshcra,
2. The D.S.P, Nowshcra Circle .

I/' 3. The Superintendent Engineer PI IFtCirelc PeshawaK/'’
4. 'I'he Sub Divisional Ofliccr PI ILtS/Division Nowsfic'ra.

// ,

)/
/ I

v^
Public Health LnegtDivisum 

V..X

f

Nowshcra

{

/r

!

f

!

a4- w-
IX
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OFFICE OK LM\^KS}ON.-\L PHg:Sb‘l3 U1 VISION NOWSliliKrV
ts /05/2010.No.W-36/ J_ /Dated Nowshern the,

To, \' ■

The SJl.Q,
i'oliec Station Nowshera,

-I

■ -I

Subject:- I'XTKACTION OF FIFF; LINK I3Y LOCIALS Oi- 
VlLl-AGl: SADU K11i• i..

it submitted for your kind information that this department has 
Already requested vide 13xeciilive Engineer FI lEiDivision Nowshera letter No.L-6/I 
Dated 17-5-2010 that locals of village Sndu Khei have extracted pipeline of Water 
Supply Scheme S;ulu Khel /Asha Kliel on 15-.''-2t)! 0 and threate!) labour not to work but 
no action has been taken so for.

it is iherelbre requrested that law-ful action may be taken against 
Culprits so that scheme eaii be completed 1\\' Jiiiie*20I0 please.

i

Sub Divisional OlVicor 
Ftiblic Ileallh l-nggiS/Divisimt 

Nowshera

Copy of the above is forwarded to

1. The District Coordination Ofllccr District Nowshera.
2. The D.S.P. Now.shcra Circle Peshawar.
3. The Superintendent Engineer PMEiClircIe Peshawar.
4. The Executive Engineer PHEiDivision Nowshera

i

ft}- ISub D visionni\OWlccr 
Public Health Engg,^Division 

Nowshera

. i
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OF!-fCE OF THE EXECm'IVE ENGINEER P.H.ENGG: DIVISION jMOVVSHT^RA
/ Dafed Novvshera liie. /yf/9 7'I2/2()'1"tNo.

/To,

The SUUion Munse OlTicer 
Novvshern Kninn.

Siibjecl:- KECOVHKY OF G.l.PlFES l.N VilLAGE SAPU KHFL.

Dei''.!' Sir, ,1

Il is reqiiesled dial a Waler Siq.iply Sclieme Siuh.i.Khel was execiil'cd in, 
(he nanieol'Sadu Khel / Asha Khel in 2()'l().

Durinp, (he course of (inie v'ai ions din of Pipes ns delniled below have 
been e-\trncted and taken awav by iocals.

■S,N(.>. Naim: of villnj^rs Din iH' !’ipi,-.s, Quiintilv, Kei narks
VILLAGE SADU KMLL /

1 I-Inji Shah Nawn/.. .20 Nos,
2’', i/d GJ Pipe' 'lOU No.s. 

^T^2"i7d G.I I 270 
Pipe.s.
3“ i/d GJ Pipe 
"r i/d GJ Pipe 
;Vj/'.I CJ i;[pe_’

2 Qanar Giil. 6(l_No.s.
^"No^3 Nasral.

l-lu/ral hlii.ssain. 2 Nos.
VILLAGE KANA KIIIIL

4” i/Ji'G.J PipeQuraish'I un-Kiiowit
2 Khalid 4" i/d G.I Pipe 

4" i/d~GJ Pipe 
4" i/d GJ Pipe 
4" i/d G.I Pipe

Un-Known
3 Mir Zatnan Un-Known
4 Khair-uI-FIassan Un-Known
5 Sard a I' Un-Known

Now you are requested lo recover the G.I.Pipe as mentioned above and 
lake the lawful action against the person.s. /

/
Executive Engineer 

Public IJenith Engg;Divisiori 
Nowshera

Copy to:-
The Chief Engineer (South) Public Henitli Engg;Depntiinen( Peshawar. 
The Superintending Engineer Public Health Engg;CircIe Pe.shawar. ■ 
The Dcpiily Commmsioner Now.'ihera.
The DlsLi'lel .Pullce OlTlcei' Nowsheia.
The Sub Divisional Officer PHEibub Oivi,sion-ll Nowshera,

:i.
2.
3.
4.

4
' 5.'

bj.u 
Excewtive Engineer

Public Health Engg;Division 
Noveshera

TraelCopy

/2
&
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oPTtTrp nv TT-TF. <;TTn DIVISIONAL OFFICER PJ-^..BN(^S/DIVISIOtiT^i6^flERA
/ Da(x?d Mow^hera ihe, 12/2013

r
!

'N<i.w-16 / /!
/i

■ f/To.
/

The Station House Officer 
Nowshera Kalan.

RECOVERY Ol' C.I.PIPES IN VILLAGE SADU KHHT- 
Executive Engineer .I’HE;Division Nowshera No.AC-.l./07 
Datedl7-12-2013

Subject:-
Reference:-

It is to requested o take necessary action against the locals as mentioned 
below involved in illegal exlmclion of G.l PijX' and lo take lawful action ag<unst the 
culprit,please.

S.No77 Name oTvillagers Dia Pipes. j QiiatUit\-__ Remarks
VILLAGE SADU ICMEL

3” i/'d G-l Pipe 20_Nc^
T00"Nosr

Haji Shah Nawa/..1
r i/d G.l Pipe 
■VAjT\/d' G.T 
Pipes.

270

y i/d G.l Pipe 60 Nos.Qanar Gul. 
' Nasrat.

2
3" i/d G.l Pipe 23 Nos.3
3" i/dC.I Pipe 2 Nos.Ha2.i-at Hussain. !

VILLAGE KANA KHEL fi
f--. I-'' 1/ 4" i/d G.l Pipe U.n-KnownQuraish1

ri/d G.l Pipe Un-KnownKhalid2
J r 4" i/d G.l ^:>e Un-KnownMir Zamana £j/A9AZTl

4" i/d G.l Pipe
TJn-Kno'vvnKhair-ul-Hassan4 !Lln-.Ki\ov/iiSardar5

,V

Sub DivisijbnaKofficer 
Public Health En ^^;SLk> Division-Il

-------- ^

The Executive Engineer Public Health Engg;Department Pe.shawar.1.

k!.K^/ V>\\
y ■„Sub Divisional Officer 

Public Health Engg;Sub Division-Jl 
Nowshera

5

i

0 '!
k



oi't'tcEm^'cmErEnGmEEicisovni^^^
PUBLIC HEAL Til ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT 

_____________ KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
Ph»091-9212984, FAX»d91-9210228 E-mail: mehmood.Phgd|ayah

OS' fe>--2-7lfiu
Dated’Peshawarthe/ l[_/09/2013.

oo.com

PI
No.

;
;
!

To!

The Executive Engineer, 
PHE Division,
Nowshern.

■r‘.‘

Subject; DDWP MEETING SCHEDUtED TaB^NEtD ON SEPTEMBER 6, 2013 AT 1200 
HRS UNDER THE CHAIRMANSHIP OF SECRETARY PUBLIC HEALTH E 
N6INEERING DEPARTMENT

Rereronce: Section Officer (T) PHED letter No. 5O(t)PHED/3-25/20ld dated'4/9/2013.

You are directed to take into account the available material in Rising main 

etc: of WSS Sado KHel lying idle at earliest.

CHIEF ENGINEER (SOUTH)

Copy to the Section Officer (Tech) PHE Department Peshawar for information
with reference to above.

y>‘'

/

CHIEF ENGINEER (SOUTH)
-/ . • y

j. v 'l- '7 .<r5|/> j--, ,• •V I.yM- \

Z'
Mt

beTn C ’Py
■<
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Ol-MCi: OKTHK Mr:\r.STKw 
i I'BLJ.C lll::Al./rK liNChN'iCrTilN’C 

Ki-I Y B E K P A K' HT U iN l< 11 \V ,\5^ r

•<: C
f

•Ii J 9j
! ^Subjcci; -V. CNOIJIRV

Ii has-been brought in my notice that there 
_ iiisiailatioii of Pipe Line Scheme used / laid 

Khei. The lube well i 

essential lo be coudiicicd.

i:

are some irregularities in 
between the villages Asha Khel 

-n questioned is dis-funclioning at Nowshcra. i....
>,•

and Sadu 
in which inquiry' is

. ^ P^PO^C .,on. acion agains, „k ofncclvpmcial „wo:vod in .he activities ' ''

ii:

i./

(Sl^h Fantiart)
I'.'lmister foV Public Health Hnginccnng 

Pdiybcr PaklUiinkhwa

'1

S-xrc-IaryJhilnlu: Health Rng;n..nn._^,,ment
■i

i:

i

o
r •

Q
\

Q.a«^-c

:

»•
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KHYBER
/ V.- ‘)/pi ||.; 

2i£jl_/U5/2010.

r
'.r . ■

I. ^

O'h ^No. .-’.i

D;!rc(.r Pcsfi: the

OFFICE ORnffR

, iM.lluwing iranslcr / p„slin^;^ „r S„b b„Ki„ccrs a,v hereby ..ixlereci i
piihiic interest with iniiiicdiiilc cllccl;-

From

W XENTaii 
Nowsehra ,
0/0 XEN PHE Divisioiv 
Buner

Ml the

S.No. Name To Remarks
lixisting
vacancy
ViceNovl

Mr. Muhammad 
Imtiuz
Mr Mluhammad
Yaseen

0/0 XEN ,PME 
_Wyision Dir Lower 
0/0 XEN PHE 
Division Nowshera

2

CHIEF ENGINEER

Copy to the
Superintending Engineer PHE Circle Swat & Peshawar. 
Executive Engineer PHE Division Buner & Novvsehra/d-, 
District Accounts Officer Buner & Nowsehra/Oit 
Official concerned. '

1.)
2)
3)

. 4)

ib 'I L

AI)MINIS1:RATI^E OFFICEIT

i ■

Qe
-

fz



?,........
...... -..V,.T

Jr^'
' / J r'r"
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NO. SO (T)/PHED/3-25/201M2 
Dated Peshawar the 13^^ September, 2013

To

r-'N Jp^/ rO o.1. The Additional Secretary (Dev)
Finance Department,
Govt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar 
The Chief of Section (Infrastructure) 
Planning & Development Department,

3 Th! rh-*' f Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar
■5. me Chief Engineer (North)

Engineering Department, 
^ rw Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar 
I he Chief Engineer (South)
Public Health Engineering Department, 
Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

minutes of the nnwp meetinr 
M THE committee room 
department ~----

I am

■iJ
i',;;

7i^
cO 2.

V/p^.
V-

n;
:v fC

Tci
Q

4.

Subject:
HILD ON O6.Q9.7n13 at I7nn hdc

QE PUBLIC HEALTH ENGINEFRTMr:

directed refer to the subject noted above and to enclose herewith a 

copy of minutes of the DDWP meeting held under the
Health Engineering Department on 06.09.2013 

further necessary action, please.

Ends: A.A

chairmanship of Secretary, Public 

at 1200 Hours for information and

SECTION OFFICER (TECH)
Copy forwarded to;-
1.2 * pTiTs '■“‘“"ttwa
2. Ihe P.S to Secretary PHE Department,,

The P.A to Deputy Secretary (Tech) PHE De
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

-ipartment, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
3.

k/.
SECTION OFFICER (TECH)

Ai
fofobe

^fohCopy

5
J
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3, <n
I

ON 06.09.2013 AT 1200 HRS IN THF 

------^ENGG:DEPARTMFMTCOMMITTEE ROOM PUBLTr hpai th

A DDWP meeting was held i- in Committee Room of Public Health
at 1200 Hours under chairmanship of Secretary 

List of participants is enclosed vide Annex-''A".

Engineering Department on
PHED.

Tte fblLwftg i^ms'ViS^cBcussal and decided ddrlng the
meeting:

porfln Pi^frtrt Mo^yfJierartinder 

Pakhifunkhwa" Anp
rAPP# 193/12061 lonp

The Deputy Secretary (Tech) appraised the forum 

approved by the PDWP in its
that the Umbrellai3 :&t/PC-I was

meeting held pp 0841.^012 at a cost of 
minutes were circulated by P&D. Oepartipont KhVber

„ , ‘^'^'®*'''^'^f'/P&D/170-01/2012/3308-24 dated 19 11 2012
Subsequently, the above mentioned scheme was ' '
held on 04.12.2012 and mi

Rs.1765.093 million and the
Pakhtunkhwa vide letter No.

approved by the DDWP In its meeting

, No.SO(Tech)/PHED/3-25/20™irdareri3'inot2
.3« on 0..0U0.3 ,.c a of da, dS.OOO * ' " was

During delated discussion, it was noted that the re.ised scheme is 58»/.
above the « cost (25.386 mii.on) but as it is under the umbreiia project the totai
revised cost is within.the limits nf mo/ ck c , ™

aamed to put the case to DWifttelff' ® Wl3fSB,flepartm
'WtRP|(Ji!Sbil|5|C!iVfllpro,a!

wo* has ber'chwgTltlSrti%**'® .Stated that >d scope of
revised scheme i divM^ in lope 4,2bl3.The

--oce c, 3500 tee. Which hrz:r:-rt::;::::7“«^
.ba Site was deciared onsuitehie ter tebe weii b, resistivity

been replaced by infiltration 

suitable site for tube well in the light of resistivity

ent

survey. Moreover in zone-II, 
gallery/collecting well as there was no

the tube well has

survey report. 
The Chief Engineer (South) informed the forum 

1 away and some was stolen and

/ -•■a:’-

that due to flood 

some pipe is in the custody of the /
pipe,was washed some

n
1

■!

i 5

Trsi^r
5 rto be

i-opy
Page 1 of 3



-------

contractor. He 

estimate. suggested that that m 

e chair agreed with th P'Pe shouid be 

c chief engineer.
deducted iin the revised Pc-j

The '■epresentative of P&D d 
^osen^oir for both

there i 

''^servoir fo
apartment asked's only one about the

zones. The SDO Novvshera 

proposed reservoi

surface
In reply stated t

reser' a'ready exist,

o'r is for zone-li.

isiom-

Rev/sed ^^“VCost•Scheoie D 

Ch/ef 

approval.

Estimate 

approved after dedu
^°st reframed

Of'an Distr/ct N for 7™°"
‘OS,

"’SV fcr Administrative

owsheraw
(South) and the pq.j

4'
aU5io,Sa&03:-

ftSs

.......................

I

r

Vila IsonL’̂LEKzS?
ii) ^^3igL_5yDD/v c u

ifflarah

The uum^sputy Secreta Sf
P^'oject/PC-i 

1765.093 

P^^^htunfch 

Subse

^ CTech)
°y the PDWp in it3

Was appraised the 

meeting held
approved forum that the Umbrella 

at a cost of
million and the on 08.11.2012minutes

mentioned scheme ^ 

minutes

wa Vide tetter Ho.
Department 
dated 

e ddwp /

Paentiy, the above 

04-12.2012 

0(Tech)/PHED 

hoth schemes

Khyber 

i9.ll.20l2.
i 2/3308-24 

-■ ^as approved 5y 

circulated by p/^^
i^-l2.20l2.

held
IMo.S

on
and-- 

'/^'25/2oii
Were

'i2 dated 

^^•i2.20l2fona

'nitS; meeting 

- vide letter
^^Partment

'«»r No. soroe).,,,; “ «'«tlve
“^^^n identified by - ^^^'^^/''Dfdated

°c execution of the

'^ore issued on 

''tee Financ
was cancelled
i2.03^2013. 

^■■^andapore,

® depart
The ^splaced scheme has

MPa pk-67 and CM h Mr.as directed ft fsrar-Uiiah Khan ,
schemes.

AuCTU ^0 oe
TroXC^py



V

VI.;
IB'J

During detailed discussion, it was noted that the revised schemes are both

qo_te wasof 16 mitiion cost same as the old cost. It was inforrhed to the forum that a 

forwarded to P&D Department for guidance about the change in name/scope of work. 
The P&D department agreed to put the case to DDWP forum for discussion/approval.

During discussion it was pointed out by representative of finance 

department that as the replaced schemes are' new under an on-going program 

therefore, it cannot b^ unless new consultant based system for implementation 

IS in |laqe. It. vy^s jnfprmed,thaj: schemp'ls..^pder liribrella Projeci vy^ich Is ongoing 

hpw?5/er as per [ri^tmction De^ar|me|'sc|iieitre^ill be e)(pcMteP pnder nf
pplicy by Involving the Consultant/' V ^ '.'.i

. -V'..

K- r • o:: .

The gchetnes w^re spprqyp^. In |)rlncip|a h;?r execution hp\^eyer, it wps 

piepided by the fprum that consultant yvlll'pe'Inypixeipl In the feasihllily, design,
prppptlon of PC;I and superylsipn of scheitios// -

Th§ rrieetlng ended yyith a ngfe Qf thanks froiri the chaii;
.f

v-

y?0

;

■■

Page 3 of 3
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KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWfl

Designation Signature
■-i-L /E^ ^7-Mo

J

7/2. 1^ uWtifavvtfJ^ ^po j

/
I 3,
i

4.

2i

~
5.

W\J^ Cf^^Y^'

4^ H(xJdJo
T' / ) w)£-r^

. vj

( j}i^j^ fiA/i^O/vUC6. f-(K

ZJG7.
goCr)^ pH^Uyl

8.;

9,(

%10,
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L-inhen.£

^froM^^py12.
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13.

14.
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r 1
Government of Khyber Pakhtuwhwa 

Finance Department
‘ ■ No. B01/FD/12-2/2010-n/PHE/Nowshera

■ • ' Dated Peshawar, the 15/03/2011

V.

To
• ■ The Secretary to Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunkliwa, 

Public Health Engineering Department,, 
Peshawar.

OF CLASS-^ POSTS,

V

Subject: - 

Dear Sir, y
letter No.ACCTT/PHE/1 -18/SNE/2009-

XraLn and maintenance of the following Rural Water Supply Schemes m Distnct Nowshera 
^drimmediarrffect subject to observance of all codal formalities by the' Adm.ntstrat.ve
Department:-

No. of 
posts 1Name of SchemeS#No. of 

posts
S# Name of Scheme

01RWSS Mughal Kai.________
RWSS Fazal Gunj.___________
RWSS Kahi No.n___________
RWSS Ziarat Kaka Sahib (Baba
Khel)_______ ^______________
RWSS Bara Banda_________ _
RWSS Khalil Abad

20.Tehsil Nowshera 0121.011. RWSS Nizam Pur 0122.-RWSS Sad'u Khel/Asha KliSlf
RWSS Ziarat Kaka Sahib/Spin 
Kani (2 TAVells)________
RWSS Bahader Khel 

012. 01f» 23.023.
r

011 24.014. 01I 25.01RWSS Khisarv Lakhar/
RWSS Ghanderi-Il/III (2 T/W)

5. Tehsil Pabbi026. 01RWSS Jalozai No.l. 
RWSS Dag Ismail Kliel. 
RWSS Spin Khak.
RWSS Bakhtai._______
RWSS Kotli Khurd

26.01RWSS Danvazgai7. 0127.01RWSS Misri Banda8. 0128.01RWSS Akora Khattak9. 0129.01RWSS Rashaki (IChura Abad)10. or30.01RWSS Zaidi Colony11. 01RWSS Jaroba_______________
RWSS Chowki Drab_________
RWSS Saleh Khana-I-II (2 T/W)
RWSS Ali Baig/Qasim._______
RWSS Dagai______ _________
RWSS Jalozai No.Il.______ ___
RWSS Khan SherGari 
RWSS Ghazi Abad (Dag Ismail 
Khel)___________ _________

31.'01RWSS Spin Kani (Cherat)12. 0132.0113. RWSS Adam Zai. 0233.- 0114. RWSS Marhati Banda. 0134.- 01RWSS Shahab Khel.15. 0135.01RWSS Kahi No.l.16. 0136.01RWSS Shagai.17. 0101 37.RWSS Toor Dher.18. 0138.02RWSS Dheri Khattak-I-Il
(2 T/Wells)___________

19.

A*dministration (Grant No.16) NR 6009 - PHED District Nowshera and will be met through 

A/C-IV of District Nowshera during the financial year 2010-11.
As regards creation of additional posts, full justification in respect of the 

remaining schemes in light of the policy guidelines on the subject in vogue may kindly be 

furnished to this Department for further processing of the

2.

3.
case. '

Yours faithfully,

-------------- ----------^
(SYED KAZIM HUSSAIN SHA
? Budget Officer-I

Att^O’.yio be

Rndst. No. & Pate Even.
Copy is fonvarded to the:- 

) Chief Engineer (South), PHE Peshawar.
I Director FMIU, Finance Department for updation in the system.
) District Coordination Officer, Nowshera;
) EDO, Finance & Planning, District Nowshera.
) Executive Engineer, PHE, District Nowshera.
) District Accounts Officer, Nowshera.

7) Budget Officer (PFC.ll). Finance Department Peshawar
8) Assistant Programmer-ll, HR Wing, Finance Department for updating the HR Data Base

9) Master File.
— t

ti
)
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GOVT;OF PAKISTAN 
PLANNING DIVISION

FORM-PC-IV

FORM FOR SUBMISSION OF COMPLETION 
REPORT OVER DEVELOPMENTAL PROJECTS.

To be Submitted on the Physical Completion ofthc Projects Regarding of whether or not 
the Accounts of the Project have been Closed.

Water Supply Scheme Sadii Khel/Aslia Khel.
/Me. >os:/j/33^

1. Name of Projecl:-

2. a. Administrative Authority 
Responsible for.

Govtiof Khyber Pukhtonkhwa.Sponsoring.r
Executing. P.H.Engg; DepartmentII.

.'.'i
j. Central Ministr}' Concerned with.

«
Sponsoring .

ii. Executing.

3. a. Date of Actual Commencement 
of Project. 15-4-2005

r. Date of Actual Completion 
of Project. 30-6-2010.

s. Period of Completion of Project 
As Originally Planned.

PROJECT HISTROY.

Sanction Cost, T.S. Revised T.S.A. A.A
Rs,0.956 (M) Rs.l 1.095 (M)

24-10-2009
B. Local F.E.Total.

C. Remarks.

4. Date of original Sanction. 

Date of 1st Revision.

Date 0X2"'’ Revision.

18-12-2004

19-9-2006

06-2-2007

Date of Revision. 25-5-2009

Date of 4rth Revision. 25-6-2010

Actual Cost. Rs. 10.761 (M)

5. Phassing of Project (Financial).
>-Phassing as Actual.

Actual Remarks.

Amount.

Provision.

Released.



\i?-
'n-.. j S, ^

1 r
Contcl:P/2

1.Year.
2.
3.
4.
5. -

i
Phasing of Project ( Physical) 

Phasing as PerPC-I.

C.

Actual Remarks.

Last Revision.

1.Year.
2.
3.
4.
5.

YesHave the Accounts for the Project been Closed ?

GlossedIf Not, What Amount in still Un-Accounted for ?

1 NoOperator.Number of Persons Employed.6.

2 NoValve Man.

I NoChnwkidar.
CATEGORY.

Local & Foreign.PLANNED:-

Actual. Local Sl FoTxign.

To provide Drinking Water 
facilities to the peoples of the 
area.

Benefits and Rcqorked on the Basis 
of Actual Costs (Give detail of 
Expected Changes in Recurring 
Costs and Benefits.

10.

Benefit Cost Ratio % Irr:
Profit Sale.
Cost Per Unit of Service.
Non Quantifiable Benefits.
Specify and Charges in Scope or Design of Original Scheme. 
Preparation of Estimate.
Impementation of Project.
Prevention of Delays.
Presentation of Cost Escalation other Suggestions.

P
q
r
s
t
Xlll.

xiv.

TrukCypy
\XV.

XVI.

SubTnvisional Officer 
P.H.Engg;S/Division 

Nowshera

Sub E

ngineer
PjB^ngg;Division

Nowshera
laJ/O
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WAKALATNAMA

-I IN THE COURT OF
A-•■1
} • .

S (lyi uk^Qym^J^
Appellant(s)/Peti(ioner(s)71

VERS
'CV-^ & ^4jL

Respondent(s)

I/We
Rehman, Advocate Supreme SeXve

mentioned case, to do all or any of the following acts, deeds and things.

. To appear, act and plead for me/us in the above mentioned case in 
this Couit/Tnbunal m which the same may be tried or heard and 
any other proceedings arising out of or connected therewith.

2. To sign, verify and filejjr”." is”r "fits
or tor submission to arbitration of the said 
documents, 
the conduct,

, , case, or any other
as may be deemed necessary or advisable by them for
prosecution or defence of the said case at all its stages.

3. To receive payment of, and issue receipts for, all moneys that 
be or become due and payable 
proceedings.

may
to us during the course of

AND hereby agree:-

That the Advocate(s) shall be entitled to withdraw from 
the prosecution of the said case if the whole 
of the agreed fee remains unpaid.

In witness whereof I/We have signed this Wakalat Nama

or any part

tested & cepted by/
Signature of Executants

C
KhalemQ 
Advop^e^
Su^me Court of Pakistan

'an,

3-D, Haroon Mansion 
Khybcr Bandar, Peshawar 
Off: Tel; 091-2592458
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 230/2016

Mr. Imtiaz Muhammad, 
Ex-Sub- Engineer PHE Appellanti;-

VERSUS f

1. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
through Chief Minister,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

2. Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
through Chief Secretary

3. Secretary Public Health Engg: Department Peshawar

4. Chief Engineer (South),
PHE Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar

5. District Police Officer, District Nowshera

-1

Respondents

PARA WISE COMMENTS ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS NO, 2, 3 & 4 .rS

Respectfully Sheweth,

Preliminary Objections

That appellant has got no cause of action and locus standi.
That appellant has not come to this Hon'able tribunal with clean hands.
The appeal is time barred.
The appeal is not maintainable in its present form and circumstances.
The appeal is bad for non joineder and misjoinder of unnecessary
parties. I
The appellant has been estopped by his own conduct to file the instant j 
appeal.

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

6.

Facts of the case

1. Pertains to record, hence no comments. 

Correct. Pertain to record.2.

3. Incorrect, not admitted and misconceived. The competent authority 
(Chief Minister Khyber Pakhtunkhwa), served the charge sheets and 

‘ statement of allegations upon the appellant alongwith other accused 
officials, being involved in a glaring case of misconduct & corruption and 
appointed an Inquiry Committee, comprising Mr. Manzoor Ahmad,

a



Director Transport, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and Engr. Nasir Ghafoor, 
Superintending Engineer, Irrigation Department. The appellant alongwith other 
accused submitted their replies to the aforesaid said charge sheets and 
statement of allegations. The aforesaid Inquiry Committee submitted its report 
wherein the committee derived certain conclusions (Annex-I) which reveals 
that the PHED standard specifications have not been fully followed during the 
burying of pipes and in case of laying the pipes on ground/rocky surface, no 
proper clamping arrangement was observed. Due to non-installation of the 
distribution system of the scheme, the payment made was in advance without 
execution of work at site. Thus, the charges mentioned in the charge sheets 
and statements of allegations were proved against the accused 
officers/officials, including the appellant. The Inquiry Committee had also 
assessed the apportionment of losses, caused to the Government exchequer, 
against the accused officers/officials (including the appellant), as under:-

r

S.No Name of the accused 
Officer/Official

Proportionate loss caused to 
the Government exchequer

Engr. Nasir Latif (BPS-18), 
Ex-Executive Engineer,
PHE Division Nowshera

1. Rs. 1,583,999/- (Rupees fifteen lacs 
eighty-three thousands nine 
hundred and ninety-nine only).

2. Mr. Yousaf Jan (BPS-11), 
Ex-SDO (OPS) PHE Division 
Nowshera

Rs. 1,583,999/- (Rupees fifteen lacs 
eighty-three thousands nine 
hundred and ninety-nine only).

3. Mr. Imtiaz (BPS-11), 
Ex-Sub Engineer 
PHE Division Nowshera

Rs.791,999/- (Rupees seven lacs 
ninety-one thousands nine hundred 
and ninety-nine only).

4. Mr. Umar Hayat (BPS-11), 
Ex-Sub Engineer PHE Division 
Nowshera

Rs.791,999/- (Rupees seven lacs 
ninety-one thousands nine hundred 
and ninety-nine only).__________

4. Correct to the extent of issuance of chow cause notice to the appellant. 
However, the reply to the show cause notice was not satisfactory and 
the competent Authority after having considered the charges, material 
on record, inquiry report of the Inquiry Committee, explanation of the 
appellant during personal hearing held on 09-09-2015 and in exercising 
his powers conferred under Rule-14 (5) (ii) of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Government Servants (Efficiency 8t Discipline) Rules, 2011, imposed the 
major penalty of "Removal from Service, besides recovery of 
pecuniary loss of Rs.791,999/-', upon the appellant, vide PHED 
Notification dated 11-11-2015.

Incorrect and not admitted. The review petition of the appeal was 
submitted to the competent authority (Chief Minister Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa). The competent authority (Chief Minister Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa) in terms of Section 17 (2) of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
Government Servants (Efficiency 8t Discipline) Rules, 2011, upheld the 
order of penalties imposed and rejected appeal/review petition of the 
appellant and he was informed accordingly (Annex-II).

5.

GROUNDS:

A. That ground W of the appeal is incorrect, not admitted and misconceived. 
The appellant has been treated in accordance with law, rules and policy and 
no violation of rules has been made. Hence, this Departments Notification 
dated 11-11-2015 is quite legal, lawful and justified.

B. That ground 'B' of the appeal is incorrect, not admitted and misconceived. 
Detailed reply has been given vide Para-3 of the facts supra.

V ■
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C. That ground 'C of the appeal is incorrect, not admitted and misconceived. 
Though the WSS Sadu Khel shown as completed by 30-06-2010 was not 
operationalized due to non existence of Rising/Pumping Main and 
Distribution System in the village against which payment was made to the 
contractor but the pipeline was found missing. New WSS Doran Zone-1 and 
Zone-2 (Sadu Khel) was approved for Rs.16.000 million on 01-01-2013 and 
approval for revised PC-I was granted in the DDWP meeting held on 06-09- 
2013, containing installation of new pipes for the entire Supply Main. Hence, 
causing the Government to have extra expenditures on the scheme, once 
supposed to be installed as per specifications of PHED. The Inquiry 
Committee submitted its report wherein the committee derived certain 

conclusions (Annex-Ill) which reveals that the PHED standard 
specifications have not been fully followed during the burying of pipes and 
in case of laying the pipes on ground/rocky surface, no proper clamping 
arrangement was observed. Due to non-installation of the distribution 
system of the scheme, the payment made was in advance without 
execution of work at site. Thus, the charges mentioned in the charge sheets 
and statements of allegations were proved against the accused 
officers/officials, including the appellant.

• r

D. Incorrect and not admitted. The competent authority may impose any 
penalty based on nature of the case. Besides, recovery is not a penalty but 
to recoup the loss from the culprit.

E. Incorrect and not admitted. The inquiry committee comprising Mr.Manzoor 
Ahmad, Director Transport, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and Engr. Nasir Ghafoor 
was constituted with the approval of the competent authority. The 
aforesaid Inquiry Committee submitted its report as explained in para "3" of 
the facts.

F. Incorrect, not admitted and misconceived. The case has already been 
explained in para "E" of the grounds and para "3" of the facts above.

G. Incorrect, not admitted and misconceived. As explained in para 3 of facts 
and "E" and "F" of the grounds above.

H. Incorrect, not admitted and misconceived. The competent authority has 
provided the opportunity of personal hearing to all the accused, including 
the appellant on 09-09-2015 in the instant case. However, the appellant 
could not provide any documented proof in defense of his case.

I. Incorrect, not admitted and misconceived. The inquiry committee in its 
report has clearly mentioned that the PHED standard specification have not 
been fully followed during the burying of pipes and in case of laying the 
pipes on ground/rocky surface, no proper clamping arrangement was 
observed. Due to non-installation of the distribution system of the scheme, 
the payment made was in advance without execution of work at site. Thus, 
the charges mentioned in the charge sheets and statements of allegations 
were proved against the accused officers/officials, including the appellant. 
The Inquiry Committee had also assessed the apportionment of losses, 
caused to the Government exchequer, against the accused officers/officials 
(including the appellant), as under:-



S.No Name of the accused 
Officer/Official

Proportionate loss caused to 
the Government exchequer

Engr. Nasir Latif (BPS-18); 
Ex-Executive Engineer,
PHE Division Nowshera

1. Rs. 1,583,999/“ (Rupees fifteen lacs 
eighty-three thousands nine 
hundred and ninety-nine only).

2. Mr. Yousaf Jan (BPS-11), 
Ex-SDO (OPS) PHE Division 
Nowshera

Rs. 1,583,999/- (Rupees fifteen lacs 
eighty-three thousands nine 
hundred and ninety-nine only).

Mr. Imtiaz (BPS-11), 
Ex-Sub Engineer 
PHE Division Nowshera

Rs.791,999/- (Rupees seven lacs 
ninety-one thousands nine hundred 
and ninety-nine only).

3.

Rs.791,999/- (Rupees seven lacs 
ninety-one thousands nine hundred 
and ninety-nine only).__________

Mr. Umar Hayat (BPS-11), 
Ex-Sub Engineer PHE Division 
Nowshera

4.

J. Incorrect and not admitted. On a complaint received regarding non­
functional of Water Supply 8t Sanitation Schemes Sadu Khel/Asha Khel and 
other irregularities in installation of pipe lines/Tube Wells, facts finding 
inquiry was conducted by the Chief Engineer PHE. The Enquiry Officer 
reported (Annex-IV) that the Water Supply Scheme Sadu Khel, shown as 
completed by 30-06-2010 was not operationalized due to non existence of 
Rising/Pumping Machinery Main and Distribution System In the Village 
against which payment was made to the Contractor but the pipe line was 
found missing. The Pipe Line (Rising Main) was laid in Nullah longitudinally 
on the surface and was not buried at proper depth. The work was not 
carried out according to the standard specifications of PHED and 
consequently washed away by flood. In this way, the supervisory staff 
including the appellant put the government to a loss of Rs.4,751,996/-. 
Some portion of pipeline i.e. 2500 Rft existed at the site was not installed 
according to the standard specifications of PHED. Some portion of the 
Rising main installed in the hilly area on the surface was missing. During 
inspection of pipe distribution system, the entire pipeline work was found 
missing. The following paid work was not existed at the site of work:-

Site of Work Size Length Cost
Distribution
System

4"G.I. Pipe 350 Meter Rs.391,736/-

3"G.I. Pipe 945 Meter Rs.723,522/-

2"G.I. Pipe 921 Meter Rs.441,512/-

1.5" G.I. Pipe 2529 Meter Rs.981,046/-

4" G.I. PipeRising Main 2316 Meter Rs.2,214,180/-

Total Rs.4,751,996/-

The Inquiry Officer pointed out that the following supervisory staff 
(including the appellant) were responsible for putting the government into a 
loss of Rs.47,51,996/-:-

1) Nasir LatifXEN (BPS-18)
2) Yousaf Jan SDO (OPS) (BPS-11)
3) Mr.Imtiaz Sub Engineer (BPS-11)
4) Umar Hayat Sub Engineer (BPS-11)
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The above irregularities and findings were also reported by the formal 
inquiry, conducted by an Inquiry Committee comprising Mr. Manzoor 
Ahmad, Director Transport, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and Engr. Nasir Ghafoor, 
Superintending Engineer, Irrigation Department. Hence, the petitioner's 
claim that he completed the scheme as per approved plan and specifications 
of PHED is incorrect, false and fictitious.

■i

K. Incorrect, not admitted and misconceived. As para-1 supra.

L. Incorrect and not admitted. The inquiry committee has conducted detail 
comprehensive inquiry in the instant case. Detail reply has been given in 

para "C" and "E" of the grounds and para "3" of the facts.

M. Incorrect, not admitted and misconceived. Though the WSS Sadu Khel 
shown as completed by 30-06-2010 was not operationalized due to non 

existence of Rising/Pumping Main and Distribution System in the village 

against which payment was made to the contractor but the pipeline was 

found missing. New WSS Doran Zone-1 and Zone-2 (Sadu Khel) was 

approved for Rs. 16.000 million on 01-01-2013 and approval for revised PC-I 
was granted in the DDWP meeting held on 06-09-2013, containing 

installation of new pipes for the entire Supply Main. Hence, causing the 

Government to have extra expenditures on the scheme, once supposed to 

be installed as per specifications of PHED.

N. Incorrect, not admitted and misconceived. The pipe (Rising Main) was not 
buried according to PHED standard specification and payment was made to 

the contractor and consequently washed away by flood. Thus the 

supervisory staff including the appellant put the government to a loss of Rs. 
47,51,996/-

O. Incorrect, not admitted and misconceived. Detail reply has been given in 

para "M" of the grounds.

P. Incorrect, not admitted and misconceived. It was the responsibility of the 

executing/supervising officers/officials to make the contractor bound to 

carry out specific performance of his contract. Besides, the individuals 

security, amounting to Rs. 600000/- is insufficient to cover up the loss of 
Rs. 47,51,996/- inflicted upon the Govt. Further details given vide para "j".

Q. As per paras above further to add that PC-IV is also initiated and processed 

by the executing/supervisory staff, including the appellant, and is being 

forwarded to the Finance Department through PHED. The executing staff is 

responsible for wrong/false information (if any), provided in the PC-IV. 
Above ail, the accused alongwith others have been proceeded under the 

Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Govt servants E&D Rules, 2011 on account of 
substandard work and no actual execution of some components of the 

scheme. Hence, the appellant is guilty of inefficiency, corruption; and 

misconduct and the competent authority has rightly penalized him/them.

R. Pertain to record, hence no comments with the addition that the instant 
departmental action against the appellant has exposed his claim of spotless 

service.
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S. That this Department may also be allowed to add additional grounds and 

facts in due course of time.
. I

:•

;

PRAYERSI

Keeping in view the position explained above, it is very humbly 

requested that the instant appeal, being devoid of any merit, may graciously be 

i dismissed in favour of the respondents with cost throughout.

I

t

I CHIEF ENGINEER (SOUTH) 
PHE PESHAWAR 

(Respo /dent No.4)

SECRETARY TO GOVT. OF KPK 
PHE DEPARTMENT 

(Respondent No.2 & 3)

i

r

I

I

!

;
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKKRJNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWARi

Service Appeal No. 230/2016
;

Mr. Imtiaz Muhammad, 
Ex-Sub- Engineer PHE

? ■

Appellant
i
I'.

VERSUS.

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
through Chief Minister,
Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

1.

Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa 
through Chief Secretary

2.;

1

Secretary Public Health Engg: Department Peshawar3.

Chief Engineer (South),
PHE Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar

4.

District Police Officer, District Nowshera Respondents5.
:i
1

PARA WISE COMMEISnS ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENTS NO. 2,3 & 4

AFFIDAVIT

I, Sanobar Khan, Chief Engineer (South) PHED Peshawar, do hereby 

solemnly declare that contents of the Para-wise comments are correct to the best 
of my knowledge and record and nothing has been concealed from this 

honourable Court.

PepdhQot^

r
Chief ^gineer (South) 

PHE Department

\
1
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A r^NQUIRV Rr.rORT under KHVnr.R PaKHTUNKHWA GOA'ERNMENT servants 

rf.FFTCir.NCV DTSCIPMNK) TUUXS 2011 RT-GARDINC IRUT^GULARITIKS 

i rOM\TTTTRD IN WATER SFPPI.V SCHEME ASHA KIIRL SABU KHEL NQWSIIFUA.

•3
? -
I

A
i

i
s. cr.i authcriiy (Criicf Minisicr. K,hybcr Pakh;.unklnva) 

'.Kuicr ni'icvi olTiccrs. vide Socli'Mi Ofllccr 

'i\v;; McaUh engineering DcparlineiU

letter tu>. SC) ii.new .ksrr.lOl-l (Annexure-A).

Hncinccr. Xasir Lnlif (BPS-!S') iltc *.ho.n executive engineer. l’M!;i Division | 

Nowshern, now working ns Design Engineer (South). PIIF. Pesliawnr.

Mr. ^'ousnr Jan (BPS-ll) the titan Sub Engineer. PME Division Nowshcra, now ■ 

working as Sub Engineer. Pi IE EATA Sub Division Kohat.

I. ORDER OF ENQUIRE': The cc
■s-

1 !’as been j'leaseu. to order ti'.c in.uyury 

E.xt.iblislnr.cnt. Govemn'.ent ct' Eiiybe
^ >•

t . ' ;k:, c. . • '.Kit
>•
t-

SE..
Sb •
WA: . : f; ■.^i'-b

i-

: M -
: SSI)

ii
w ■■

IL I

Mr. fmtiaz (BPS-l I) Sub Engineer. PI IE. Divi.sion Nowshcra.

an Sub Engineer. PME Division'Now.shcrn, ikuv

III.

Mr. Umar Hayat (BPS-l!) 

working as Sub Engineer. P

IV. e

Di'.'isicn .Mardan.

lA
TERM.S or REFERENCE / ALLEGATION AGAIN.ST THE OFFICERS / 'IE

fcyst ■. OFFICIALS

■ A
EngineerNasir Latif, (BPS-IS). Executive Engineer.

Mr. Yousaf Jan. (BPS-l 1). Sub Divi.sional Officer (OPS).i ■,c—k

(BPS-l 1). Sub Engineer.

Umcr Havat. (BPS-l 1). Sub Engineer.

if 'l>
following arc the allegations against the above named orilccrs/off cials--

■ A---
^ Village Sadu Khcl. th.c Risine Main and distribution svsiem ofthc Wat-r 

' k4^b'bi:-b Scpply and Sanitation Scl'.crnc was found missiiu’
-

Pipe Line (xising N-Iain) ^^■a.s laid in Nullah longiiudin.alK’ on the surl'aec \viihout
: ■.ub-.s
ItiicSErAy txryanc the pipeline in depth.

'bS of various si
ISidE/fAt'-V

EVpi- »tlic Public cNchcqticr.

Tbc work was not carried out as p

SIP-

sia.es incasunng 70f'i Meter arc missing, e.msing a loss of Rs.47.^ 1096/-

erslaiuimv! spemfeaiion ofPin-.D.
I \\

K
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?ROrrrnr\r:v:
T On receipt cf enqiiiry Ic 

fron; tl’.c Section Oftlccr 

::C2lth Engir.ecrinc Dconn 

nllcget’ons duly 5icr.ee b' 

ot'lcer.s'orTcinii 

996;?D,'3n7.ni/N 

! he Executive Enci: 

r c q c s t c d \ j d e I ’re; c

997,^0.757.7.0!'’ cr.tcc:

IM«»vs<!f ci'pscr. <•!

Urgent br.sis. Reminder letter ^'.■05 issued to the

r ro. SO {EstO'Pl ii:O/5:-?6/20i4 tinted .lainuirv 3. 20M 

ostnbiishment. Government of Khybcr Pnkhtunkhwa Public

Pesna'.var. copies of charge slicct and 

cy tne comre

Vice Project Director. Bazai i

i .men
statement of . 

tent authority were scp.-cd upon the accused '

irrigation Project. Mardnn letter No. 

courier services (Annexure-B). 

o.ai'.h irngmccring Di\'{.sion. Ncu’/shera

f .
V- •

t:. T-d-u datcc ia-:-20i~ liircuch 

Pnhiic 

i3:recto.n 

i3-!-20ia

t!:c rclewi!;!

li. ecr.
\\’a.s

Bazai Irrigation Project, Mardun letter Noi 

t'Anncxurc-C) tiirougii

I
n:-.

:ct

Conner service to
MCMt:. co:ocetiniig u^ ihc enquiry / charges oninbr.:;

illm -
Executive Engineer, Public llcttiih

nngmccrmg Divi^io;!. N- .v.-shcr.--. vide I'rojvc! Dircclor, nn7:nl 

Mardnn icltc.- No. i0!4/PD/;,!.az,ai/l 4 r.-F
Irrigation Projccti

iil -h dated 22-1 -2014 (Anncxiirc-D). 
Tlx Exccntivc Engineer, Pnblic licalth Engineering Division Nowshcra 

records vide his letter no. E

in.
:

Ih provided, • ;
::nqr-!/02 dated 4-2 -^014 (.'\itncxiirc-E). 

nineci. It v.-as nc.iiced that few pagc.s of the record 

Public Menith Engincenng Division.' 

\Aas again requested \idc Project 

N'o- 135j/PD/Ba7ni/l-1/6-E

IV. The record was accordinglv exan
'va.s .supplied by the Executive Enei •i'

mccr.

■ «■ -

N’owshcra. whicit was .not even readable and 
Director. BoTai imigaticn Project. Nharda2%: n letter'■

datedi 0-3-2014 (.Anncxiire-;- j.•y . ;

Vy

liiA
. ;4i-'

V. ihc Executive Engineer, Public iicairh P
-ing.nconng Division. Nowshcra vide IcUcr

■'“’^UAnncxurc-C) .snpplicd Ihc que.stioncd record,
Tne Section OfEcer Estabiishment. Office of See 

Enkhlunkhwa Public Healtii Enginceri “

No. 07/Enquir\--I. dated 13-3

VI.
cretary to Government of Khvber

ing Department was requested vide Ih-oicci 
r No. 1025./PD/Ba7ai7l4/6-E dated '^'1-

Dircctor. Bazai I.-rig.aticn Project .Mardan lette:
> ' 1-2014 (.Annexure-M) infor'A-v a:,., . ,

^ ........... G- ••ira ,,1.-;, me copy oi the ch.a
of alicgatfons

• .rgc .sheet and statement 

‘ ^I'lE F.-\2 A Sui) i3i\'ision. 

same v.a,. reiurncd b.v the courier conip.nnv 
ns u^-dc^i^■ered. The Seciion O^Teer. Fslahlishmenl. I'uhlie Ileahh

were sen: to .Xfr. '

Kohat through courier serv ice.^ but ihc
Vousarjan. Sub Engiince

mm with the remarks

ir V
fv\ /*kJ •

m ' -{i '* O > ' w

fliM'
Mm

t''-;
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{
rcqu'js'.c-J 10 deliver ilve'clKirge'shccl and siatcinonl oi' 

cia! ll'.rong'ri iiis own sources.

N:5ir Lr.-if lixccuiivc Hngiriccr. Umar Mnyal Sub 

inee: req-aeMetl for extension itf siipulated lime by a 

'.vas rcporicd lo Secretary to Cioverninent of Kh\'bcr 

r.h Engineering Department. Peshawar vide Director 

Transnon letter No. 01^70^257-59 dated January 22. 2014 (Annexurc-I) for ,

:'C to the accused officcrs/ofllcials. enabjing them to

Engineering Depa: 

allegations to the accusea o 

Kte accused oil 

Engineer an.d lir 

week on 17-1-207. v.;-; 

Pakhrunkhwa. Public E

ent v.as
?
r.
}-r -nVII. rr
V

/ Sub E:I,
i

h
5. -

two weessextension c:f.-

examine the relevant record.

Tile SMO Police Static- Ncw.Vj'.cra wa.s approached vide Project Oireettn-. lia/ai 

Mnrdan letter No. 1352/PD/Ba7.ai/14/6-E dated 10-3-2014

Vill.

Irrigation Project.

(.■\nnexurc-J.i to e'neck his ctTicc record and intimate the legal action taken by his
■t,-

<■ '■

r office with recard to theft of wa'cr supply jiipo linos. Subsequent reminder was

on.. Nhu'.shera vide Pt'^deel Director. Ua/ai li'rigation 

Project. Mardan letter No. ;44C/PD.'3azai’!4.T'-E dated S-4-20I4 (Annexure-K) but 

no response itas been received from litc concerned police station til! filing,of the 

inquiry report.

Tlic accused orfccns^offcials submitted their written replies within the rctiuoslotl 

extended time, rcoruary -C". 20;- was taxed for personal hearing of the accused , 

orticcrs/oriicials. Dunne tnc course oi personal hearing various quarries were carried 

out by the inquiry committee. Tiie accu.scd offccrs/orfcials roque.sied thtil the 

response shall be sumn-.tten in siuipc o{ wriuen stalcmcnis in addition lo their

r

E isMJcd to the SI!n i’ohcc .'X
K ■ ■

N':> : '
-k ■

71’.

'•.s- IX.

•fiX- ;

•N:-

irv
previous statements to the charge sheet which they did on I3-2-2U14. 'I'hc earlier 

replies of the accused ofi-ccrs' officials were not framed in nn annotated form as per 

the leveled chargcs/ailegaiions against them therefore they were directed to submit 

the same whicii they did on 22-04-2014 (Annexiirc-Lj.

X. The -site was visit on March 3rd. 2014. jointly by the enquirv 

concerned Engineering Sta

TI’.N: V

committee and •
•V of Pttblic Mcahh Engineering Division. Nowshera.11

Bciorc proceeding to tnc sr.e tltc members of ih.c inquiry comrniuec had a detail 

m.ccting with the incui nngmcci and his stall regarding the schetne. 

at oocunients of tlic scheme at the earliest.

r..XCCU::\-e

Tltcy were directed to pro\‘ic;e all relc'

II

■ yaIt <r^ c-x
/

i.) ff.i- ;t •JTci'

ir
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U V.-25 poin 

inforniation

:c r.lrcr.dy s’jpplicJ documents arc insurncient and have 

ibic. it '.'.as ir.rorm.cd that due to the Flood 2010 most ol' 

v.-as damaged. Executive Engineer was 

^ the relevant record .from other ofllees 

ir:cc to be rcprocuccd and submitted. Their after ilic scheme 

ana obscr\-ationc.'quarrics were raised for elarijlcation. Certain 

nas been asked for from llic accused, local 

staff :.c. Contract agreement, pictures of the scheme 

CiUring d'c consiruct.on pn.ase. h.i.k if any on ih.c stolen pipes, lest results etc. but the

out ti

s no: c-

the divisional record cot de.st.'cyeG or 

ke cffcr.s for obtaindirected to 

otherwise it snail b
t]

:i ■ was visited in dc:
h;

documents and on that0:
.

autitoritics and Z'V

I- .
T-

same have not been provided till titc filing oftlte inouirv.

A letter No Oi/Incuiry-i dated 17-0-;-20i- and 22-04-2014 from the Executive 

Engineer. PHED N'owshera has cJarified iliat most of the record

7,

XI.
A

measurement were:5---
wa.shed away by flood 2010 and h.avc submitted some pltolocopicd pages of.the MB 

of Sadu Khc; porticn.

e S.! :.0. Police S
'.gincer has further certified that tlic Icltors 

u'! iviay 2010 are not available on iheir 

: tn.c \voik e.uned out during the execution period 

> ics. results oi the work carried can be traced

I ;i\'cc I'.'C ;in.

issued to on. Xowsh
olTce record. N

arc available on .-ccerd and

.ns o

e
(.•\nncxurc-MV

lb -
CnABGE.*^ AND RFPI.Ii:.<^ OFTIiE ■\cct;s!:d pi^r.^^ons
i) fiK' ell ges • aheg;u-;'r..s 

thereof arc discussed i
agaias: M: 

in annotated {or.m ns undcr:-
Nnsir I.ntif, XliN and liis replies

I S.N'o I Charge I Reply ofthc accused!
i • In ta.e \ lil.age S.adu :C-.ci. ti'.c : Clnuve 

: Rising .Main and distri
I system ofthc Water Sun:

■ nnd Samtation Schcm.c ’
; found missing.

if read 
.'cmauung clauses, docs

!0. in i.s<'la!i(<n cif 
not cemvev tun-men1

■sSsn'f- ;

iii 

iin.
'it -fei..
it'

1
uccustition agtiinst me nor does it sttile 
any independent charge 
fh-is eltiusc alone does

•’.as
against any one. 

not state/ di.sclo.se 
, ^anicular accusation n.s fo whether-

’ c pines'.-

i
anv

iavine

fV'
•aU

ti

V//
1

Of*' '

L
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I nooj’.'
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: I ;i
{

nir^.s_^c^sto!cn nftcr ihcv 
l-.ic? . ■■ ---------

; 1 \'.X’rc!>
f

I( i} j .•\.nu hcncc 
: bcJn- vn-uc and dumb.

; If u-c

n hicldy dcfcciivc cIk. t
Jrgc

?i\ !i.
!i-. . prc.sumc'K n separate charge then 

; (v.-i:h due respect) it docs not contain any 
; allegation against me or any one else and - 

nence not require any separate repiv.

' j3ut ifit is

i i

?• in i:1 ;
part and parcel of the .sanic and 

I t^ingie charge, then my. earlier detailed
■ reply

!:

cotipled with .'^iibsequenl!
■

: e\-p;anat!o.n .surficicnily rcjxd things. 
: v.-lncrcin I have caicgoricaliv denied/ 
: cisproved ilic false charge/
' i'-i para 9 to 16 of 

possibility of 
by flood while

■
1

;
accusation ns

my reply I have belied 
r washing away of pipes 
bi para 17 to 27 I haw

j-'.o'.cG me fact of stealing pipes bv the 
locals.

t

tne
I

-I.. :
■;;

;
.Vc -'^icps seem to have been 

yo!lcci,ng the .lolcn pipes still Ivinu i„

: individuals. \VI,ik.
i ■'wnd. cfTorts
; to s.as'e

taken forV
.5 I

i,
"t•.r j

beine made
culprll.s and iu.siiivI I;

i** goat. / 
reivV.’H'.

t rcwiY tlm '•/;■/// of a!
Jn/liciiil

•“i

-it: II/.V'W 1-
V '-V \ Ii. . -

-. iV •1 ^ 
*S'

|§sSt,

^>7

!

1
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'I>.c-ripc !..inc (Ivisit'y Wiv.r.) \ As sUi:ot.i in par;\ 2 ofniy earlier
i cxp!ar.a'or\' memo, it has incorrcelly 
; i'cen alleged ibai the pipe line (Rising 

c p:pe;:r.c ; Main) v.as laid in ihe N'lillnli
; ioncim.dinnily on ihc surface wiihom 
I buryine ibe pil'dine in depth.

i In fact t'ncrc is no KuIIah but a diy-khwar 
i in. tile sitape of haiTcn hinil wIktc 
: agricultural hands: rcsidenlia! and 
; gv'^vcm.m.cnt buildings and lube-well arc 
i t!:e:e wh.ilc liic pij'ic was laid in 

accordance -with .site requirements and 
ywas properl;' covered under th.e earth up 

to a.llo'.vable depth.

W'lih ciuc rc.specl. where the pipe is 
m.i.ssing and not available on sits (being 
stolen or washed away), how can one 

; say/ allege that it was laid in l!ic Nullah 
longitudinally on the surface without 
burning it in depth?

; Tiic dcpartmciu has not been able to 
: produce any oral or documentary 

evidence in support oflhi.s allegation. I 
; have submitted a separate application for 

providing opportunity ofeross 
: c.\;'.:nin:u;on on such witness, ifanv.
^ Wh.ilc in absence of such evidence, it wi!!
’ be unlav.-ful to believe the charge.

I

; I was laid in Nulb-.hi
1; : iengitud 

; without bury 
i in certh.

,aiiv on tlte cc
;■

t c/
t
I. t

f); '
II

I i
:

!
I i

1

I

I

!
!

:
I

I
t

■ s :
5 !

t.t
•i*. • fr

■f

■f i. .

H i

x,
: Willi due respect, the \'cry purpose of 
; lading G.I. Pipe is that it has the slrcnglli 

to face all weatliers and even can he laid
areas.

M-

r. •; -• 
•• ■

pr. ■ •' .
^ A* ;

i . oi: the .surface in hilly aiid hard 
I v.'hcrc excavation is not pos.sible. The 

departmeiu has aj>proved certain 
manu I act tiring Ci.l. Pipes a I'ler, making ' 

. required tests and in this ease th.e pipe
ihai I'l: (he appr(''\'i'(l l*rm,

•fib
-M Whi::

• x# -•■•.-a;

■m A' WIdv
d'h: ■

:

*
;

\ I \jv'.' t

1 V.:^h t'- v
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Pipes ct' various sizes
np TCdI Mc'.cr nrc

: under ib.e law an accused cannoi bo 
: required ;o prove his innocence iiiiii! 
i p'osccuuon brings oral and/ or 
: docunicp.tnry evidence or-record in 
. support cf t;ic charge/ accusation [herob\ 
pshifling burden to the accused to prove 

r.is innocence and bchc tfic prosecution 
: c\'idcncc.

V I mcasi1 >
! missing causing a .oss c 

:996/-:ci i Rs. N , puciic
r cxchecucr.I ;t

I*
i : 
I

, It was for the dcparlinent to pro\'e its 
I allegations against the accused. lUit till
• date

i

they have neither brought anv oral i>r 
: documentary evidence on record norliave 

been able to sliifi burden to the accused 
‘or pnn ing their innocence.'I 
right of cross cxainination on sucli 
witnesses (if anv).

i

• N

rcser\'e nu'

id
•:' V. itn due respect, the deparunent has 

been able to specify quantity and 
v.-itli reference to Rising Main and 
Distribution, nor has it been able it 

tne quantit}' of warious sizes with cost 
thereof, which prima facie suggc.st (hat i 

: live charge has been framed in the ;iir for I 
; ulterior motives. I

not
d cost

’ state!■,

i
■/

•Ir*

:b;-t 4 The work was not c 
as per standard .spccincaiion 
of l>ni;D.

:^iv: cd out ! 3c;. ond all doubts the pipeline of Stff/n 
Khc! was laid( as per approved plan 
acemchng lo the slaiulard spccincaliofi nf 
'I !1:D. In this regard, tiic work 

A7.-e/ section i.s a
I1 on .'I.v//rrI

Speaking proof of 
■i e.Nccuting work in accordance with the 
I standard spccillcation of PM3D. as the 

i same is satisfaciorilv

R-I-
i

' py•Iv.-.i
J

^ . working and
; detect could have been noticed therein 
i ^v;i:ch sufllcicntly belie ihe Ibise clurye/

no

1
1

: accusation.

B 'T'.I n:s clause 0i‘ 'he chnrgc is diimb ;ind 
'■abic ■! .locv nul idonlil'v/spa'll'v :mv 

I pnnicider ridc(s)/ standard ' '

li
If:' specilicaiion 

In absence of such
U3 ip:S.^r.

j oceia'ed Iroin. 
; oiculilie.Uion. the baseless cliargc' 

.gryiuMcl iie.inuk : nec'i'a’iic':'! h;!l (<' them:SS' / /Aide's: teci' 1

/If- z; ' /
Si b-gin:r

d



/'
\

;

If ^ I ; vvilhou* subsiv'incc. ' Is ihorc any 
1 compcicni person in. the clcpartmcn! -to 
■ idcniify ihc particular provision/

specification which' the uiulersiuned/ 
r.ccnscd has violniod or dcN’iatcd from'.’ I 

j request ih.c I-lon'blc Inquiry' Committee 
j *0 pin-poinC identify the particular rule/ 
; proN'isiom' spcciilcntidn if they know.
i
i Lneier the law. n charge must be clear in 
i itsclfwirh necessary details. U is for the 
j department to pin-point the particular
: .standard specification, which the
I undersigned has violated/ deviated from, 
j Copy o! T. S. I'stimale has tdready been 

provided to Mr. Nnsir Ghafoor. Project 
! Director. Bazal Irrigation Project.
1 Mardan during h,earing of the case.

If : If.
t. . \!

•'St; ;y ■

I (
■

:.■/■n i
r.',.•r-p ; i!

.
i

t

i

i
1

I

ii) Tl'.c c' arges allegations against Mr. Vousaf Jan. (BPSM !). Sub Divisional 
Officer (OP.^y and

ur.do::-

i-

s replies thereof are discussed in'annotated Ibrm as

i ;

S.No i Charge I Reply of the accusedI

3 -■ -hu In the Village Sadu Rhel. the 
Rising Main and distribution 
system of the Water Supply 
2nd Sanitation Scheme v.as 
found mi.ssing.

1 '■ Clause (■). if read in isolation of 
remaining clauses, docs not•5^ convey any 

■ accusation against me nor docs it state 
I an>' independent charge against 

Tnis clause alone docs not state/ disclose

■i anv one.

any particular accusation ns tn whether: 
(a) rakc_ppyn|cnjsjg.gcj;c_jnayic..\vithput

i

Ihi ]
1 !• '

v-

I•1;
\ ]nic_pip_cs were washer! nu-iv- hv
i flood'?

; (cl Ii.icpipcs_we:e stolen ar!erjhe\
: ’aid? ■■ '

were

;
And hence a highly delbciivc charuc
••cingvaguoanddumb.;4: ;

S'-
\IW:-:

—V-G*’ ■' '■
t

R- II. /
p- r h.;-
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5. EVIDENCE

Ail I'nc nccuscd personals were assed :o 

^ docun’cninr/ rnarcrial, if any. m u\c\r dcicnsc 

c.yccpi their already sabmitiec re 

hearings.

or ncklilionalnroducc evidence /witness in person

. They all replied that they had none./ nothing 

cs and cxnlanations made by them on the day c! personal

r.-

u:<

W^':

■ :i-S
11
IIP-
m

6. OB.SERVATIONS
r. of 10 Nos. Tube Wells Tor Nowsh.cra ADP 

-ed onl2-07>20n5.Thc scheme
A'- umDrclIa scheme namely ''Ccr.struc’.icn ..

10.757No.301/31339 (2006-07)." costing Rs. 
under il^c inquire- was rcHcctcd at S.No. -t ‘'WSS Sadu Khcl" having a modified cost ofRs. 

1022000 Million. The PC-I has been revised three tunes and the cost ofthc 3rd revised P.C-I 

has been approved for Rs. 45.3S5 Million in 2009. The revision has an approved provision 

ofRs. 11.095 million for the said scheme.
The selection ofthc site seemed to be based on political expediency and has no technical

wa.s appro\

fe:
fc?

merit. To benefit a few denen families a sciteme of water supply was conceived wiiltoul

onccraahica! difficuhie.s like taking, laying a i?ipclino:mi giving consideration to the 

in a virtua.Ilv vertical direction. Ounng t.nc course

crent

it lias iransirired that non of the liighcr

effee above the executing agency b.as bot'ncrcd to n'.onitor the scheme.

it was t'ihser'.ed of iHUli llie schemes ..for provitlingDuring lire site visit 

drinking water supplies to 

'IT.c punipifig macl'.in.ers’ in.s’u’.Ued

me source
*■

c \illaecs iuas been constructed m the \'iciniiy/bed ol a khwar.

un.d to be manvUh.eUired b>’ M/S (Irundfos . 1 he 

was initially installed was no more having a 

bm'.cd bv the staff as per approved PC-1 both the

;■'! 
■'U

•;is■ ilsp.m
room in wb.ich tire pump 

fcnctional tube well infrastructure. As ; 

villages i.c. Asha Rhcl village and Sadu Rhcl village was to Iiavc a single .source .supply hut

CGuiprr.cn:

iheiinitial bore cot dried up and a new one has been bored outside the pumping room in ojkmi

r to .Asha Khcl village only. Due to non availability olp:
kl5.

which is currently providing water 

operational infra.structurc the same is not supplying water to Sadu Khcl village from this 

common envisaged source. There v.'crc traces of partial lengths ol rising main buried 

underground near the bore ■.viticli '.vas citecked by tiic visiting team. The alignment ol (he

w- -m-ii- V.
■#.er .i ;
MU i

rising main was observed to be laid paralie! to the bed of fne :ocn! khwar and flow. Pew pipe 

lengths were observed to be laid oa. th.e g.-uaund surface rather then being buried

Tv /

pi 1^:



i£v

'scvl <.luc lo •..•.i’l'scquctil'COM cxpi;-.c v.wj:.'.\••I'. i'\s:^s jr.'.v'; ;
subsoqucnl Hoods in iho khwar. A lunisc 

•vdc :o visit I'v t;^c Ixid cn'Tand it was surprisine to observe lliat 

:'C:.! nir.is having the same brand and diameter and ii 

Icncths arc ti'iC ones v.iticli were used durine the lyine

baried due toerosion and lew icnctns r.ase eo^w..,* ;
%

built in titc kb.war was m 

he roofvras constructed by leng 

was caicgorica'ily told tb. 

of ihc rising main. Tr.e stafi infcmtcc

h 0
1a: these r

{'or recovery of the Governmcnlthat no actions
inspection it was also brouglu to the notice that- 

diameters ofthc supplied/ installed pipes 

found unconnected 

lying unutilized on the 

of the pipe lengths along the slope of the 

intact but the intake and off take

have been initiated. During the

cssion ofthc various
property 

some ofthc locals were in pccc
of the scheme. Tnc reservoir site w.es inspected end the rising mam was

to the rcscrs'oir. Few lengths ofthc old laid tising ntain pipe were

r.a of most
''' ■

• . slopes of the mountains. The clamp; 

mountains was not properly provided. i ne reservoir was
not connected. A local took the team to his hujra and showed the G.l pipes stacked their1 '• hip

was
which were currently' lying their 

a new scheme has been approved nav.

unutilized. It was informed by the Executive En.ginccr that

new source and work was in progress.mo a

m-f
:

7. PHOTOGR-APHS ofthc site visit ca.miod out on March T'*' 2014 (Anncxurc-N). -• ,

S. FINDINGSStr :
the available record, evidences, persona! hearings and sue visit it 

e water sunpA' .'^^cheme Saciu Klicl. District Noushcra
1. After going ilmough

• J •

c drink!h.as been concluded that 
has not been completed in all respect ;in<: payn^L-nl has been made to the coniraetor ,iii

June 20H) winch is C'mtiaty lo the laid, do'vn enda! fnrmnlidcs.
2. 'U'.c pipes supplied by the contractor for the sch.eme has not been laid fully, hew lengths 

of the pipes of various diam.etors arc available in the cusuidy of the local community 

which indicates that they have net been buried / laid during June 2010 rcsulianlly the 

scheme has been left in complete but payment for the incomplete work was made.

3. Durinu the site visit it vms observed that liic pipes has been supplied and installed lor the 

rising main pordon but currently the exact length of the .suppiicd/insialled pipe eaniiot he 

dct.cnnined as few were found btiried. laitl on the ground sui'lace. ItiitI on the slopes ol

h

*7xl'-a
Tv

4'

■t:
,y..o V'

‘C the mountains and some of it has either been e.straetcd/stacked by the locals indicates ^!
f

IA
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y.
v.

V /
/

t ; I/ •
It

'. ilii? coiTiponcnt ct ihc-schcnic duriniziiicn of work v.-ou!c hr.vc :r.kcn place op.ihaticxcci 

or before Jur.c 2010.

.v'-'

laid iiv ihc kluvar and 

Ian could be provided. In the vicinity 

also ob<crVcd in which the pipes has also been laid in 

h.;'.-^ taken place in iIk* bed or adiaeenl

e< indicate that tb.c pipe was4. The traces of the rising ntav 

parallel to the now of 

i'f tb.e scb.etr.c anot 
the khwar a'l most 

to tbiC klv.vars.

■M..
•;<: V.- . No approved layou’. piw

; se:'.e:p.e \\.:s• b
•T : ! n; i\'.n:/.U mn(>;■ tb.e :-.o'.;se>iii

OP.S nines have to be laid at various depths depending 

in slopes. U has been observed that' 

at site bear a brand name o! 

arkine. The accompanied mcumbenl 

1 -i-is brsnd is nr. approved pipe mamifncuircr./.srpplier of

5. According to the PiheD speci'tc

the available strata or clamped on to the moimiam

foilcv.-cd. The available pipes
upon

VT;
specifications have net cccn

\VS Bashir Pipe Industry (Pvt) Ltd BSS leS// nt

til Executive Engineer statcc tnat

the PHEO.

6. Proper effon for safe guarding

accused offeers/o;
1 .

co'nccmed accused ctiiccrs'ofhc

tal interest has not been adopted by ibc 

on.sibilif^ has been' conducted by all the

-tvi ,e Governmen

lack of :c5p:1r. tals ana

iS. .

dela'.’cd Iw the Vv'APDA aiitlioritics rcMuIting in7. The energizing of the schc...c nas cecn

deprivation of water commodity to the pubhe.
.C’i.;■-

t be a.'^certained as in tb.c absence of the coniraciS. The defect liability period canne■

St?:* Av; .y-

cannot be detemtined but as mostly being three months Irom theagreement the same 

date of f nal payment to the cent 

tire .same in the mterest ot tnc Go\'ernmcn..

i

ractor the same has gotten expired without bcncliiting

9. The provided documents reveals that i!^_conjracior .lias giycn_a written vmdcrlaking to
rcnclv to in.stall thethe department that certain pipe lengths arc in bis i^cssjon_and is

tatcrialipcd.samcj.yhen directed needs to ce 

10. As per approved P.C 1 the .scheme wa.s sub- nposed to be handed over to die eoninutnity for 

p.ce but no efforts were made by die accused to do so in lightits operation and rr
of the provided record whicli qmilif cs for dieir negligence and n.padiy in^thc exectuion 

towards their govemmenta! d\ 

ll.TIic accused olTcers/offcials along witii tb.c pro.scnt Held .staff should make utmost

ntena
A'

cs.

cflbrvS to recover tb.c sta.ckcd.'ccilccted pipes from t!ie locals and the sa.mc may be.-
\
'■.j' wS

I
. I

••■Mi •s .ith-
:Ib'
■l;,h ^•71:4 / /

i". I /



r. :r.5.c of ilic stolen pipes ihc s:inic should be-5 ::ovc:. scr.en;

reee'.crcv! bv .: C'.’urse (.>:e .e:

0 RECOMMIINDATIONS.*
1 Pi-iED siendnrd spcciflcnlions li:is noi been (uilv 

s nr.u :r. ense oi Inying on cround/rocky surfnee no 

■•••c:'.’ cd.. nnc lo r.''n insinlkuinn ul'lhc disli ilunion

n'e :r;c pipes i.!oes nol e\’en arise iheielofe tlic 

cxeeiaiini of' v.ovk :\\ site.

ec to :c:np;e:e '.he remaining work failing which the 

c live contractor shall lie blacklisted as well, 

Para si:;i claitsc (a) iii ornOeD rules. POi 1 for the cost 

of the pipes that nas not been supplicc. imd or stolen needs to be rccov crctl from all ilie 

accused as per their cntiticrr.er.t. te:

^vh:ch arc avaiiabic sitould be do 

should be utiii'/.ed in 

4. A dcpa-lrncrttal com

thenas cccn c.< c U

■'I :b!lo*.vcd curi f* a c: D

pri'per e! 

svstem. of the

ji e e:
e o

payment mtide !'• .:d\-.-.:*.ce p 

Tine contractor sitouid b;

••vork siiali be executed at an.c; :

3. Minor penalty of rcco'- er.- as

W W;

i
C

p

'ic dvi

-s made t:nd responsibilities, the qutiniitv - 

ctevi front ine i'oss nitulc lo ihe Ciovernnienl and

c.

v: on go;: 

CC of 5

setten
! • ci Utigineers may be constiiiiicd lor determining 

shall be recovered from the accused 

:r role o.f responsibility as per go\’crnmcnt ruic.s atul

i: :;v or ;c
.tv

e; ib:.- c.\ac:' less to GOV cI* :>
S 'P: ci.hccrs'orficials accor 

codes.

- ton

i-rP -

S. " ■
}

\\ I\K^ I.1'. uuj: '.O

■7v.I
N'asir Chnfoor Khan I

I ^

Mr. Man/.oor Ahmed 

l')ircctor Trnns|)0! t. 

Khybcr Ihakhtnnkhwa. 

(Inquiry Officer^

I Hnginecr.

r^^don Deparmtent. 

rrfry- Oftlccr).

dV .

-
•it' ••

»
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OFFICE 0FTKECE:%'ERM d- 'iOPEFATlC^;S:. 

WATER a SAN!: ATIOM SER\':C:3 PESHAWAR 

LOCAL GOVFR’U'EMT COL;PL£x.

(-
K' -<y

'.vvssp V/
i' \<V- <J

= R RAKHTurCEHWA1-4 <>ATI'T-S'-- i*. Plot # 3?, Slrcet No. 13. Sco-o A-B. Phoso-Vll, Hoyalabad 
- 5hiiw^0g.mgil j0n , Phone N'o^ GS1-92'7S63 'E mail:

•

Si. 11^ _/GM (Ops) /1-E
Dated: - 05-09-2014vi;-.:;;

•pA't'
:Tl’i O

. Secretary, V- f5f6Pes( i\/

ji:; r-f^Libiic Health Engg: Department, 
Cl ^-po^ernmPntcfKhyberPakhtunkh' 

• ' PG'shawar.

c •
va.

nr*.*

il!
IRRFCi^LARiTITi

EmYSCHEME ASHA KHp/cAnu ^
OiCrencc:-Your office letter .\o.s

nW cir-i ClCCi^OrrEDirvj WATER u
^0 — •'D.. HEL MOAVSHFRAoo. A /?/#,: Or ;®(Cll/PHED/S.J5/201::BiBU.dlG'l.ne2014. r;

■„—s
■ftl

H; Kindly refer to 

|.ii been reviewed as |

.rr: conclusions,,are derived

' comm.’ttec m our earli

your letter under reference end ,5 cub^:i;t.H

per the directions of the competent eothorhv end the

- 'n light ot rhe.nnriings t recommendetions mode by the 
■ icr report :- - > >-

^4
.inquiry report has 

following 
inquiry

1.-

c:i
r ' a -,-1

i) The status of the charges reflected in the charge shem and

allegation against hngiaecr Xnsm l.cif, ,]JPS-1S), K„e.,iis 
arc os under:- .

st.atemant of 
'A- h.!iC;inocr

Charge Name

Officer/official
of I Charge/Allegatio

accused officcr/o-ficia!

n the Recommendation ' 
of the 
committee 
Proven

againstNo.

inquiry i

1. Engineer N;isir I.otiD 
{BPS-18), E\c‘ci!li\c 
Engineer.

tiic Viilocc N::du'Ahd: ihJ

"■uiio-i >\s!cin vi' i!v 
A Scl'.emc

■v i S 1!' C
Main ai'.d disq-i

•N«.'

W-atGr S’ipp!_\ a;id Si ';

Ah 1
^''Os roiiiu! inissiriL,^

'i'iic Pipv Lino (IhsiniMoTni 
in Nuiloh lonviuuiiiKtllv

siirlacc v. iihoui b.i- '
in depth.

2.
a> laid Partially Prc)\-an

V. s>n ti-.c 
mg the pipe !;fine ■

3.
P'pes of\arioiis7i:'e-r.’

7(161 .\'Iv{er are !ni''<i;-b 
less

ncasurmu Proven

imni;



■A":'

orUiiiii iis Sub b.n^inecr, PME. TATA Sub/ (OPS), P!-fE Division Nowshera, 
Division Ko!int.

now u

•/: I*? Ths status of Uio charges reflected in the charge sheet and statement of 

allegation against Mr. Imtiu/, (liPS^ll) Suh Engineer. PUL Disision 

Nowsliera is as iinder:-

iii)/
!, ■

f the i RecommendationCharge/Allcgation against 

accused officer/officiol
ofCharge Name

Officer/officia! 1 of the inquiry 
; committee

No.

In the Village Sadu Klvel. the Pising ; Proven 
Main and dis;ribuliv>n >>sleni oi liie 
Water SvippK' and Sanitation Scheme 
was found missing.

The Pipe Line (Rising Main"; was laid : Partially Proven 
in Nullah lor.giuidinall> on the ,
surface wiihoui burying ihe pipeline 
in depth.

Mr. Imtiaz (BPS-11) ;1.
;

Sill) Lngineer, PIIL 

Division Nowshcra.

2.

Pipes of various sizes measuring 
7061 Meter are missing, causing a 
loss of Rs.475 1996-'- to the Public 
exchequer.

, Proven3.
s ■

■ The Wvirk was not earried uut a< per 
standard speciiiearion oi PflLD,

; Partially Proven4.

The loss assessed caused to the Provincial exchequer, ap'poitionment of loss and th(^ . 
recoverable amount works out to Rs. 7. 91, 999/- (Seven iacs ninety one thousand nine 
hundred and ninety nine only) agninst Mr. Imtiaz (BPSMl) Snh,Lngineer. PTIL Division 

Nowshcra,

The status of the charges reflected in the charge sheet and .statement of 

allegation against Mr. Umar llayai (BPS-11) the then Sub Engineer. 

PHE Division Nowsliera, nt)>\ wor'ving as Suh Engineer. I’ME. Division 

Mardan.

iv)
1

Name of Officer/efficial ! Charge/Ailegation against
accused officcr/official

the Recommendation 
of the inquiry . 
committee

Charge
No.

Mr. Umar I-Iayat (BPS- | In the Village Sadu Ki'.el. the Rising

11) the than Sub

Proven1.
Main and di-'ribuiien s'.sicm of t'ne

Sauita-;Water Sup;

\

I



:
r ' ■ PUr. : S'jhoU'.' 'Aa> r.-'ninJ,Engineer,

Division No>v>!iora.
%

no'v \^’()rki^g ns Sub 

PME
/ ;

/ Engineer,

Divisioti Mnrdan.
/
I

/ iT
■ ’1,'hc i'ipe i in-j (l\is!;‘',p .',a>
; laut ill '.il kill k '!i'.’iiii<liri.i i 1'. . ■ ilia
■ suii'aac !‘'ui"'ii;u livj pa'-'clinc
: in Jenlii.

Pariinliv Proven2./
■(// \! :

I

Pipe:. V)!''. ari 'i;s ni/cs :riea>ur;i':e 
7ll(i! Meier are nil--'iiie. e.niNaip a 
loss ot' Us -M' 1 oo(, - !,, ihc pahlie

Proven3. )

a I lie [■e \e

i The '\oi'k \ra< nan caiTieO vHii as per 
; Maiu:;ti\! spe>. iPieaiion oj' ['1 Ih 1).

Partia'ly Proven4.
!■

i The loss assessed caused to the Provinciai exehenuer, apportionnient ct loss ana ihe 

recoverable amount works out to Rs. 7, 91, 999/- iSeven lacs ninety on.e rbousanci mne 

hundred and ninety nine only) against Mr. L mar Ma \ at (it PS-1 i t the tlien Sub Inigiiieer. 

i PHE Division Nowshcra, now working as Sub Engiiieer. I’lll. l)i\ision Martian.

f!
1-• t

The inquiry has been finalised on the provicieci avaiiabie recom c / tne inquiry carnn-attee as 
desired and submitted for rurih&r necessary a

•i•Icnen please.

I

II

i
Mr. Man/-a'r AiimedEngr, Nasir Ghatbor Khan 

Superintending Engineer. 

Irrigation Department. 

(Inquiry OlTieer).

'4

nirveic'r rran^pori. 

Kiv. her I’ahhlur.kh'.'-e.
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GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
PUBLIC HEALTH ENGG:DEPARTMENT

No.SO(Estt)/PHED/8-26/2014 

Dated Peshawar, the March 24, 2016
MOST IMMEDIAf E -

To

Mr. Imtiaz Muhammad, 
ex-Sub Engineer PHE,
R/o Village Badraga, P/o Dagi, 
Tehsil Razar, District Swabi

DEPARTMENTAL APPEAL/REVIEW PETITION AGAINST THE ORDER OF 
"REMOVAL FROM SERVICE BESIDES RECOVERY OF Rs.791.999/-" VTDF 
PHED

Subject:

NOTIFICATION No.SOrEstt^PHED/8-26/2013 DATED
11-11-2015.

I am directed to refer to your departmental appeal/review petition dated 
19-11-2015 on the subject noted above.

WHEREAS, you were proceeded against under the Khyber Pa'khtunkhwa 
Government Servants (Efficiency & Discipline). Rules, 2011, for the irregularities 
committed in the Drinking Water Supply Scheme Asha Khel Sadu Khel District 
Nowshera.

2.

AND WHER'EAS, for the said act of misconduct you were served with 
charge sheet/statement of allegations to which you submitted your reply.

AND WHEREAS, an Inquiry Committee comprising Mr. Manzoor Ahmad, 
Director Transport, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa and Engr. Nasir Ghafoor, Superintending 
Engineer, Irrigation Department was appointed, who submitted the inquiry report.

AND^WHEREAS, you were served with Show Cause Notice containing 
tentative major penalty of "Removal from Service, besides recovery of pecuniary 
loss of Rs.791,999/-", to which you submitted your reply.

AND WHEREAS, the Competent Authority after having considered the 
charges, material on record, inquiry report of the Inquiry Committee, your explanation 
during personal hearing held on 09-09-2015 and in exercising his powers conferred 
under Rule-14 (5) (ii) of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government Servants (Efficiency & 
Discipline) Rules, 2011, was pleased to impose the major penalty of "Removal from 
Service, besides recovery of pecuniary loss of Rs.791,999/-",

AND WHEREAS, you submitted a Departmental appeal/review petition 
dated 19-11-2015 against the imposition of foresaid major penalty, which was 
submitted to the competent authority. The competent authority (Chief Minister Khyber 
Pakhtunkhwa) in terms of Section 17 (2) of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Government 
Servants (Efficiency &. Discipline) Rules, 2011, has been pleased to uphold the order of 
penalties imposed and rejected your appeal/review petition.

3.

4.

5.

6.

upon you.

7.

s D
>

Z SECTION OFFICER (ESTT)
///
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GOVERNMENT OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
PUBLIC HEALTH ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT

NO. SO (T)/PHED/3-25/20rM2
Dated'Peshawar the 13^ September/ 2013

To
jp<ry (Qo

\ '■•'A

'|,.v

y-'h

The Additional Secretary (Dev)
Finance Department,
Govt. ofKhyber Pakhtunkhwa,'Peshawar 
The Chief of Section (Infrastructure) 
Planning Development Department, 
Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar 

1 he Chief Engineer (North)'
Public Health Engineering Department, 
Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar 
The Chief Engineer (South)
Public Health Engineering Department, 
Govt, of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar

1.

2. v/
'~S- mI

. 'ci 3.

4.

;•

■' 'Subject: mNUTES OF THE DIWp MEETING HELD ON 06.09.2013 AT 1200 HRS 
IN THE COMMITTED ROOM OF PUBLIC HEALTH ENGINEERING 
DEPARTMENT

1.

' I am directed refer to the subject noted above and to enclose herewith a
copy of minutes of the DDWP meeting held under the chairmanship of Secretary, Public
Health Engineering Department on 06.09.2013 at 1200 Hours for information and 

lurther necessary action, please.

Ends: A,A

SECTION OFFICER (TECH)
Copy forwarded to:-

l.The Director Planning and Monitoring, PHE Department, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
■2.1 he P.S to Secretary PHE Department, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa
3. The P.A to Deputy Secretary (Tech) PHE Department, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa

iM'
i

SECTION OFFICER (TECH)

r

Ml

\

[v:
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■i <?
MINUTES OF THE DDWP MEETING HELD ON 06.09.2013 AT 1200 HRS IN THE \

I

COy^MITTEE ROOM PUBLIC HEALTH ENGG: DEPARTMENT

A DDWP meeting vyas held ■ in Committee Room of Public Health , 
Engineering Department on 06.09.2013 at 1200 Hours under chairmanship of Secretary 

PHED. List of participants is enclosed vide Annex-'W".

The following agenda items Were .discussed and decided during the
meeting;

Agenda Item No.01; Water Supply Scheme Doran District Nowshera under 
Umbrella ' 'Wofect' Jit|ea"‘ ^>Construc|:lon’'’; of Water 
supply ' Pakbtujikhwa" APP
No.21-2 T17-0611 2Q13li4'YAbp:#193/i26'61I 2012-131

The Deputy Secretary -(Tech) appraised the forum' that the Umbrella
Tct/PC-I was approved by the PDWP in its meeting held on .Q84W?Qi2--Qt 3 cost of

Rs.1765.093 million and the minutes were circulated by P&D, Qeptirtfpent
Pakhtunkhwa vide letter No. Chief/INF/P&D/170-01/2012/3308-?4 .dRted

* ’ **:'

Subsequently^ the above mentioned scheme was approved by the DDWP In its meeting 

held on 04.12.2012 and minutes were circulated by PHE Department vide letter 

No.SO(Tech)/PHED/3-25/2011-12 dated 13.12.2012, and Administrative Approval was 

issued on 01.01.2013 for a cost of Rs. 16.000 million.

During detailed discussion, it was noted that the revised scheme is 58% 

above the AA cost (25.386 million) but-as it Is under the umbrella project the total 
revised cost is.withtp -the limits of 10% therefore, the umbrella program approved by 

■puv^lp remains unchangect/lt was.informed to the.forum that a note was forwarded to 

P&D pepartrnent fprpulc(anc|: The.J8tP,clepartiTient
agrepcltoputtheca^ptQDI^l^fi^^lfprcikcqgpri/approval.'. '

The Executive Inglpgj; |3j:j|4|visl(jn ['Ipwshpr^^^tated scope of
work has been changed ih t;li| jlg'ht.flhfl^'s |r^!:tNe.s l^sLi^ onc^urie 4,2013.The 

revised scheme is divided in two zones;-in zona-T the rlslng.-n\a!n was,.propos'e'cl 'pj'.a 

distance of 3500 feet which has been now Increased to 13350 feet due to, the reason as 

the site was declared unsuitable for tube well by resistivity survey. Moreover in zone-II 

the tube well has been replaced- by infiltration gallery/coliecting well as there was no 

suitable site for tube well in the light of resistivity survey report.
A

The Chief Engineer (South) informed the forum that due to flood some 

pipe was washed away and some was-stolen and some pipe Is in the custody of-the

/./
/ J

\ I Page 1 of 3
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revised schemes are bothDuring detailed discussion, it was noted"that the
as the old cost. It was informed to the forum that a note was

In name/sco'oe of work.

\!H'

MiOf 16 million cost same 

forwarded to P8^D Department for guidance about the change
for discussion/appro^sl-Thei P8^D department agreed to put the case to DDWP forum

During discussion It was pointed out by representative of finance
under an on-going programdepartment that as the replaced schemes are'-new

.therefore, it cannot be tender unless new consultant based system for implementation 

is in place. It y|s jnfQrmed,„that scheme Is^ncler limbrella ProjecC wWfh ,1s ongolpg

hQweyer as per Instruction of,, P&jrj De|,a[^mept Sc 

policy by Involving Conr-.iiltnnb

Sciieit'e .'Will be executed under n^w

’x' • f •

Decision:
1

■ : approved iq fR'' ^^^cutlon hoy^ever, It w?s
con^ultagt fi\\\ l?,e' invojyqd In the feasibility, design

The Schemes w^re 

decided by the fprum that 
preparation pf PC-I. and supd'rylslon of spherpes; • , , ■

The meeting ended with a ngfe pf thanks from the chair.
.. ” -..v ■ . .. . .•
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OFFICE OF CHIEF ENGINEER (SOUTH) 
PUBLIC HEALTH ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT 

KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA
V. ,:yPh#091-9212984, FAX#091-9210228 E-mail: mGhmood.Phed(S)yahoo.com

/11/2013.

' /No. e.-/I

Dated Peshawar the,i \ 4

/To &.S cn-'.
Oiary J\j,.The Secretary to Govt, of Kliyber Paklitunkhwa, 

Public Health Engg:Department,
Peshawar. i .<

-7-/

Siil^ect:

- i! ■ ■

COMPl.AINT / ENQUIRY
Your office letter No. PS/Secy/1-1/2013 dated 4/7/2013. ;

Water Supply Scheme Sadu Khel / Asha Khel was administratively approved for 

Rs. 11.147 million appeared in ADP 2007-08 at Si: No. 295/31339 under Umbrella Scheme 

namely Construction of 10 No tube wells in District Nowshera (Annex-I). The scheme was based 

on single tube well. Asha Khel and Sadu KHel are two separate villages proposed to be served 

through common tube well. Provision for independent Rising main and distribution system was 

made for both the villages in the PC-l/estimates.

n.;.

u-

Water supply scheme for Asha Khe! and Sadu Khel was shown as completed by 

30-6-2010 as per record and utilized the entire approved cost. The incumbent XEN has reported . 

that water supply scheme for .Asha Khel village is in operation and the paid work exists at the 

site. However winter supply scheme Sadu Khel has not been operationalized as yet due to non 

existence of Rising/Pumping main and distribution system in the village. Payment for supply and 

installation of Rising main and distribution system has since been made to the contractor(Annex- 

^ II). During inspection of the work Rising main and distribution system in the village Sadu Khel 
were found missing.

;
The incumbent XEN reported that some portion of Rising has been washed away

\
by flood in July 2010 and the remaining 'portion was stolen due to non appointment of 

operational staff He further reported that pipes installed in the village have been extracted by the 

contractor and are in the contractor custody stored in the village (Annex-Ill) In this way he tried 

to justify the non functioning of the scheme'. The undersigned disagree with his reply. The then 

Executive Engineer had not reported flodd damages caused due to 29"^ July 2010. Flood to 

PDMA, PHED and not made provision for restoration of pipeline in the PC-l/estimate. No F.l.R 

has been lodged in the area Police Station regarding stolen pipes.

/

)Jj
\

As a result of inspection it was'observed that Sadu Khel portion completed on 

30-6-2010 could not be operationalized and abandoned. The pipeline (Rising main) was laid'in 

nullah longitudinally on the surface and not buried at proper depth. The work, was not carried out 

according to standard specification of PHED and washed away by flood. In this way the 

\ supervisory staff have put the government to a loss of Rs.4751996/- Some portion of pipeline

/A
^ I

\ \
i
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the site oVthe work which has not been installed according to standard ----- -

main installed in the hilly area on the surtace

■ •' • r• . i.e 2500 RCi still eyjst? at
specification oi'PHED. Some portion of the Rising

/
1is missing. During ins;

missing. Tlie following paid work do not exist at the site of work:-
V.

CostLengthSizeSite of Work
Rs. 391736/-350 Meter4” G.I. PipeDistribution system
Rs. 723522/-945 Meter3” G.I. Pipe
Rs. 441512/-921 Meter2” G.L Pipe
Rs. 981046/-2529 Meter1.5” G.I. Pipe
Rs.2214180/-2316 Meter4” G.I. PipeRising Main
Rs.4751996/-

f \
Total

I

I It is, therefore, requested to initiate disciplinary action against the folldsmg supervisory 

staff responsible for the losses as mentioned above.

1. Mr. Nasir Latif Executive Engineer
2. Mr. Yousaf Jan SDO
3. Mr. Imtiaz Sub Engineer
4. Mr. Umar Hayat Sub Engineer

c;

CHIEE ENGINEER(SOUTH)DA/As above

:<

,1I I
■i

I
i
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BWbRE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No, ^ 3 ^ /2^^i4l6%
i ts

Imtiaz Muhammad Appellant ®iSiS^

Versus

The Govt, of KPK and others Respondents

Application for suspending the operation of the impugned Notification dated 
11.11.2015 and the recovery on the basis thereof till the final disposal of the 
instant appeal.

Respectftilly Sheweth,

1. That the above titled service appeal is being filed today which is yet to be 

fixed for hearing.

. 2. That the facts alleged and grounds taken in the. body of main appeal may 

kindly be taken as an integral part of this application, which make out an 

excellent prima facie case in favour of applicant/ appellant.
1;

i

3. That the balance of convenience also lies in favour of applicant/appellant 
and in case the impugned Notification is not suspended and the recovery 

not withheld, the applicant/appellant will suffer irreparable loss.
/
■j

■■■A

&

It is, therefore, humbly prayed that on acceptance of this application, the 

operation of the impugned Notification dated 11.11.2015 and recovery on its basis 

may graciously be suspended till the final disposal of the main appeal.

4
S

i
,-v'<

. ’

r
/A ’

/Through

i

i:'
Si.preme'Ci^urt of Pakistan /'A

Dated: /03/2016 .
■> .•

Verification A.
•A.

Verified that the contents of this application are true and correct to the best of my 
knowledge and belief and nothing has been concealed frcm this Hon’ble Tribunal. i!

\
\

}

j

I.
I: /

Applicant/Appeliant .
H /

a
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SEFOkE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBIMAL PESHAWAR
■Ji

Service Appeal No* 230 /2016
: :

.yj

Mr. Imtiaz Muhammad Appellant

Versus

RespondentsThe Govt, and others

. H
1;. 1

INDEX(;

^iMiiaBi»il)oc..nicnts 1 
Rejoinder withiVerification I ■ i

m 1-61.
Preliminary Report by the Executive
Engineer and SDO PHE Nowshera

7-10Rj/12.
n 11Ri/220.11.2013Revised AA3.

Application by the Enquiry Officer Nasir
Ghafoor Khan ^ '_______ .

12-1 302.09.2014 Rj/34.

’ !' •

!-

ppellantr‘i

Through
haled Rahnian

Advocate.
Supren^ei [fPaki^

3-D, Han^^Mansion 
Khyber/Bazar, Peshaw^ 
Off: t/1; 091-2592458 
Cell #0345-9337312

.//
Dated: /«l/2016

I
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BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No. 230 /2016

AppellantMr. Imtiaz Muhammad

Versus *..
'1

.RespondentsThe Govt, and others..,

REJOINDER ON BEHALF OF APPELLANT IN RESPONSE 

TO REPLY FILED BY RESPONDENTS NO.2-4.

Respectfully Sheweth,

Preliminary Objections:

Preliminary objections raised by answering respondents are erroneous 

and frivolous. The appellant has got cause of action and for that 

matter locus standi to file the instant appeal which is within time and 

has been filed with bonafide intention in its correct form and shape
I . - ]

with full description of the relevant facts in concise manner. All the 

necessary parties are arrayed in the titled and estoppels does not run 

against the law.

Facts:

1&2. Being not replied henpe admitted.

Iricorrect hence vehemently denied. The PHED Standard 

Specifications have been fully observed and as per Para-5.1 of 

the Standard Specifications {Page-29 of the Service Appeal) 

issued by the. Government in rocky lands, minimum cover 

(burying) is PA’ but the Engineer Incharge if feels that the 

excavation is not practical and other protection works are

3.

i
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j

economical, he may permit the contractor to anchor the pipes 

to the rock formation using proper anchor bolts and clamps 

provided no additional payment will be made for such work. 

Thus as per the same the Pipes were clamped according to the 

specification at the specified length. The fact that remained un­
noticed is that the locals of the 'area uprooted the, rising mam 

and the matter was reported to the Police and the high-ups quite 

in time.-As far as the Distribution System is concerned, on the 

direction of the Chief Engineer, the subsequent Executive 

Engineer namely Mr. Shahzada Behram and SDO namely 

Faisal Naeem reported (Anwaxi-Rj/l) that while for the 

Distribution System, it is to mention that the Distribution 

Systerh of Asha Khel is intact and for Sado Khel the Pipeline 

System was collected and stored in Sado Khel Village by the 

Contractor in order to avoid any incidental theft. It is also 

further'added that when the rising-main was re-approved, again
I- '

in the DDWP meeting on 06.09.2013, the same- Distribution 

Pipes were installed even by the same old contractor. The entire 

drania of sabotaging the scheme and re-installing the same with 

the help of the local was a political score-making inas much as 

the earlier scheme was approved in the previous political

Government. It is incorrect that installation was not made and
advance. The installation was madepayment made in 

undoubtedly and payment made on the completion of the work

as explained hereinat|Ove. Moreover, partial work was carried 

out by. the appellant and the same is still intact.

Incoitbct hence denied. The proper reply was submitted in 

response to the Show Cause Notice but the same was not taken 

into account while passing the impugned major penalty. The
• ‘i

personal hearing was made through Secretary Irrigation but the 

, same’ was a mere formality rather a personal meeting,

4.

I
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personal hearing cannot be conducted throughmoreover,

^ another person.

Misconceived hence denied. The reviewing authority did not 

consider'the grounds taken in the petition which is against the 

Section-24A of the General Clauses Act, 1897.

5.

.*•

Grounds: ■

r.

Incorrect. The appellant was not treated according to law.A.

B. Being not replied hence admitted.
a.

Misconceived. The issue of rising main and ;Distribution 

System., has already been explained hereinabove. The WSS 

Doran Zone-1 & Zone-2 Union Council Ziarat Kaka Sahib was 

approved on 01.01.2013 and subsequently DDWP in its 

nieeting held on 06.09.2013 also approved revise: of the Sado

Khel Scheme (UC Pahari Kati IGiel) and revised AA was
'*•1 '

issued bn 20.11,2013 (/4w/ip:-Rj/2). According to the report of 

the Chief Engineer in the nieeting cited above, some of the pipe 

was stolen by the people, some washed away by the flood and 

the remaining is reserved. The cost was approved minus the
i-i'.

cost of the available pipe. There was no allegation/complaint 

againsf anyone in the said meeting but surprisingly, thereafter 

the action was taken on the basis of political vendetta.

C.

k
D. Incorrect hence denied.

i.;

I

The answering Respondents admitted the irregular; nature of the 

inquiry proceedings as no response to that has been offered. 

Moreover, it is important to add that the enquiry was ordered on 

03.01.2014 and long thereafter on 02.09.2014, the Inquiry 

Officer namely Engr. Nasir Ghafoor Khan reported to the.

E.

.. 4
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competent authority vide letter dated 02.09.2014 (Annexi-R]/y) 

that the'detailed documents and infonnation pertained to the 

enquiry^^have not been provided to him till 02.09.2014 and that 

off^the member is also on ex-Pakistan leave. The same 

application was received by the XEN PHE Nowshera 

08.09.2014 and the same is the return date oTthe second 

memb^ enquiry Committee. after the ex-Pakistan leave. 

Interestingly the Enquiry Report was filed on the following date 

i.e. 09.p9.2014 and it appears that the Enquiry Report based the 

enquiry! on the earlier Fact Finding Enquiry as suggested in the 

application. Moreover, the enquiry Committee did everything 

while Mtting in office and had not visited the spot otherwise 

they' would have collected the spot note dulysighed and 

themselves witnessed by locals. ?

one
on

F&G. Being not replied hence admitted.
r

c

Incorrect. No meaningful opportunity of hearing was offered by 

the competent, authority and the so called meeting with 

Secretary Irrigation was against the requirement of law.

H.

ilIncdrfect hence denied. Only a partial enquiry has been 

conducted which is based mainly on the earlier fact finding

enquiry. Moreover, the para has not been responded adequately
1whicW amounts to admission. It appears that the answering

■ • ■ 'I iRespondents have no answer to the same, therefore, have
^ ‘

camouflaged the answer to the para.

I.

Incorrect. The. appellant attached with the Scheme till May, 

2010 and completed the same in all respect and no complaint

was raised at that time. The appellant was transferred in May
■ (U . ■ j' '

2010 ^d after long 03 years due to political reasons the action

was t^en on .the complaint of the concerned Minister of the

J.

I

■(

r

1
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political Government. Moreover, there is no nullah in the 

area rather it is a Dry Khwar work was done according

to the i:equirements. It is incorrect that the flood had washed 

away the same otherwise the .same fact would have been 

reported in the flood estimate for the year 2010. The incumbent 

Chief Engineer/Respondent No.3 namely Sanobar Khan was 

Superintending Engineer Pffi Circle, Peshawar including 

District Nowshera at the time of flood but he did not report the 

loss at ithe time which by itself is a proof that the Scheme was 

not damaged by the flood nor he complained against the same. 

Moreover, the existence of some of the pipe has been admitted 

in the Para.

new

K. Being libt replied hence admitted.

rtr
The enquiry was conducted unilaterally and initially the 

recoimnendations of the Committee were for the minor 

penalties but subsequently due to political pressure, the report 

was revised recommending major penalty.

L.

Incorrect hence denied, the Reply of the answering
I

Respondents is evasive as instead of the para irrelevant 

response has been given.

M.

Incorrect The pipe was installed according to specification and 

payment was made on completion , of the work.
N.

Being not replied hence admitted.O.
* i

Incorrect. No action whatsoever was taken against the 

contractor rather the revised work was carried out by him.

P.

■f
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Incorrect and misconceived. The iPC-IV was prepared after the 

complefpn of work according to standard specifications and 

Technical sanction (TS) and forwarded after the transfer of the 

appellant by his successors in the year 2010 and forwarded by 

the then Superintending Engineer namely Sanpbar Khan 

presently Respondent No.3 tja the Finance Department for 

approval which was approved. Respondent No.3 did not object 

to the ■ same at that time being the Circle Superintending 

Engineer.

Q.

i
i>

iR. Being hot replied hence admitted.

Needs iiio reply. rS.
.t

>■:

therefore, humbly prayed that the reply of answering 

Respondents:No.2-4 may graciously be rejected and the appeal as 

prayed for may graciously be accepted with costs.

It is,

;

•& Appetlaiv rThrough
Kh^ed Ralmian

t
Advo awar.e.

V/10/2016Dated:
h

;ii

•i
■ yt■ 3s Verification

i
i.i

Verified that the contents of this rejoinder are true and correct 

to the bestSof my knowledge and belief and nothing has been 

concealed from this Hon’ble Tribunal.
■rx-

i,

Deponent
t

1-

1

i
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Wafer Supply Scheme Sadu Khel / Asha Khel were cc^plet^ under u^
™ei. »™d " C»™«=ao„ o. lotNO,
No.205/3Ja9 (20OMO). Tte-ichon.™ S'k,.! 1 locled-.t
tll47 Mfflion. It is to mention that village Sadu Khel •/ ! ,
distance of‘35.Km from District Headquarter Nowshera towardSjSouth.

, 9 ppBT.tMiN Airr refort:;:.

ijnjer the project it was proposed to construct a,,tu.be Wpll at a'community .por
which was successfully constructed ank converted. Two No. of sur ace reservoirs, C
for village Sadu Khel having capacity kf 20000 gallon jand 10000 f;
Khel were constructed. Rising Main of Sadu Khel corvpisted of 4 G.I.Pipe 6500 

3" GiPipe 5400 Rft, while, for Asha Khel it was 3010 ^t 3" G.I.Pipe 
. 1400 Rft^The Distribution System of Asha Khel as pqr' estimate was 1,627 MilUon a

for Sadu khel the cost of Dishtbution System was 2,SOSMilliop. , ' _

As per the ..site .condition', it is reported that the tube ^welHwJheW^.Sup 

Scheme Asha tCHel / Sadu Khel is in obefation and supply to. the Asha Khel viUage i 
operafioKrrKiriihjmlhroittve^ Khel is missing_at.places.and it isreporje^ ^ 
.i.n,u:'7Sfm Rft of rising.main is biagihg.: As per the record the rising mam was laid 

later ondue to .non.-provision'of maintenance/ opbation staff the rising mam wag sti 
■ .arid the aairie was reported to the concerned authorities. Similarly a major portiO: 

•• rising main was flooded away by heavy rairis in h^ly 2010 and damaged to the extei 
non-usdge. While for the drstribution system, it'is to mention , that the distribu 
system, of Asha Khel is iritac't and fpr the Sadu Khel the pipe line system was colle 

Sadu Khel village by .the contractor in order to avoid any incident

;!
•i

TI

and stored in
theft.

ii

Copies endorsed - '
Administrative approval ,
Ost of officers/officials completed the scheme, please.

i

I

■ !•

. V

:
1

Sub-^Diivisipnal Officer 
Sub DivisfeivNo-II 

. Nowshera
. PHH:Pivision ' 

Nowshera,

*
I r.1
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WATRR SUPPLY

■ ■■

MAIN!( M/s .MiimUl Gmiii, ofCoinpii'O') (SAjHU KlIEt)
i

■

RISING
i

iv^ -Rs.25.7M36/-

Siiivi=ncine4‘
Mr. fnilia7.1<.han.

H 1st R/Bili Vr;No.38-H^bated 23-11-2009

S.DX2:
r-

!
Pvp.r.ntive Engineei : 

t^r, NasirLatif. ; Mr. YoiJsal^Jan ••:
5C.rf'.-'J*

Rs.4,26,513/- 

Riih Eneinecr.

Mr. Imliaz Khun.

V 2"'' R/13UI Vr;No.24TN DuliSd 18-2"201'0

F.yRcutive Engineer' SjD..O_.

. Mr. NasirLatif.

;

i

•* Mr. Voufiiir.hin '• »

•■e :
Rr.4,91..517/- '3"* R/BiU Vr;No.V50-N Datcci*254''-2'0! 0.

RvcciitiveBnEtei;;,

Mr.NaSrTLalif.

■ ! •■.

/-
'■•-.Mr. ijmorHnyhl.Mr. Voiisnflan

■

v!' .g, rnfSAPinarTELA
r.c-r'.TOTmON SYSTEM

- R5..19,20.786/- 

F;.nglncer
Mr. imtiaz'KlBil:—-

I
1st U/Bill Vr;-Na.59-N Dated 23-11 -2009 

Fv,^r.iiHvB Engine 

Mr..Nasir Lattf. ■

..SJ2XLV
i

Mr. Yousuf*
A

i; ■

= Rs.6.13,381/- 

■^iih

i'
2"'' R/Bill Vr;No.25-N Dated 18-2-2010 

pv.,.tM't'V(^RnEinggI 

Mr. NasirLatif..;-

<^MACE£$smoffi322m

■ ..i;"

Mr, Yousuf 2vn
2

I

in >
/ cAnil kVWXA

■•i,

= Rs.l,0S,094/. 

Sub EngiJl£i^
Mr. Initio?'. '4h«h-

iIstR/BiUVr^o.'iO-N-Dated 28-4-2010

Mr.Yousuf.Inn ,
"I*' pyr^mvive Engines!: 

Mr.Nasir LotiL
r
•i *

i; ;w ■ ■

i

>
4\'».

-'P

-.r ■\
.. ;■ :

t
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government of nwfp 
. . \YC1UKS“& services department

' Nkso (Tecli)\V&S/3-21/2008 
'Diticd Peshawar, the 25-05-2009'

I

.• I•
% ' ri.

To
j / The Chief EnS'”«cr PHE.

Works &. Services Dcpartiucni NWPi.

' 4;- f;i?
■

1 ' •; I'i i •I'csliawar
administrative SCHEMA _

* “pSTJS;*. “2. ■

Subject;
I \ .

••I I

1

!•;.tf .. • *.

i

up. Its. lu Million
3"^ Revised CostNnine of Sul> Scheiuc'sS;N». l,7\9 \WSSn^znmpur 2.192 !WSS Jnlotni •-----

WSS Zlarut Kaic.n s'tthlh'______
lwji)ji..utLin KUPif/wi.wthLl'yj!::-:.
\v.s.s ihikhlni ___

"wss iv»uTj«uiun_Kiu',i_..
■ 'w.HfrSnnrKha'k~‘_______
"wSS Guudhert___________

WSS KUnsari ’Lakari________
' WSS Kuliadcr Khcl_______ ;___

2. 5.903
3.

I' •
6.494

. I • ••J.f»93 L
■ ' 4V73^I ir*

i7. 4.084
. 8. ■ 4.986 1 .

9. 1.680 ; •)
10. 45.385 1 ■{

Total •;\
^ Th« scUeiucs were anprovod by Hv; IMTvVP iivii.. jueelinp held on 
rcrw.irdcJ with the P&D Dcparimcm's l-.itcl Nn. (.:iii,’r/lNF/P&D/170-01/09/U85-S9/ E 
(luted 23-04.20b9.

t

I'.

The expeudimve .involved is durj:c:ihlc u- li.c runetionai-cum.objcct claRs.ncatlon
................... . . \^'.i:n Miu..,|:aMa.u-t>.S2i. Wi,..w T
t)-^nn-. Works (rcrM.dl N-. Nf i.'-'-ni ..n,lir Cr^.nr (Cupil.iir.

>v.r JMi.s.n.., ..kC ...... . P. ........ ......... . -n -Iw he.ns c.. m.^loiKd in Uic
• 1. .nd w.MiUI noi rsm-d ih.' P'l .mu- p;,Hiv;nl;n- UC«u/.ioHvtlv. ,

The .\.hnmis.nuivcMiiM.w..l not crnMhuiv any sin.cikm m (tie dcsien/nttes V
IMVvhkd in ilw rouiih com c.Mitnaio. Ttic inuniebl resp-'nMhihty ol the dc.sign/raic.>i rests with
the tuiilmriiy coinpcicnt lo accord s.jnciiou to III-; ecsi csihnaic.

.V

i-
api\n*vcd I't ?•

I

ri,c sa.KCiuim.s iu,ilK.iiiy aliall -iH."'' .......... "ff, .
hcdulc "I 11IIV.'* and tnumciid regularity. The work

5_

.r;;t-.....  or,,. co„ o.,„,a.o. ^ ^

(.MUHAMMAD RIAZ KHAN) 
.SECRETARY W&S DEPARTMENTOEPTT:, 1

Co iy t(^ the: .
-4l. .Addiiiotul Chief Secretary Pi’iD Dc|'arunenijNNVl-P Ptwhawar.

\2. Secretary to Governincnl of NWtd\ rinaii-;eiDcp:irintctU Peshawar, 
p. Aecoiinr.TnrGeneral NWPP Pc.Miawai',
\l. Director Pl.mninii A. MonHonuf, <'N: Woik.^ .'L .Services Peshawar 
'S. Incltargc Cninputcr S'Xlioir P&D Uepannicnl NS’‘‘l-P.Pcsliawar 
6. Accounts Ofneer (Ureal) W,.<iS'Dci-.triniei\t NVVlT Pc.sliawar 
"i Deputy District Ol'ficcr (WSStS) W.KiS Dcpaiuncr.t District Nowshci-n 
i Concerned filc/DDWP meeting file

■ \

(t
Sr^CTlON OFFICER (TECH)

i-
vT r
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■

KHbV.1« .

Ut&P/BmVr;Na4:NDH 3-9-3007 

fvp.mitive Ensinesj:

MvA^chinat All

\^u^■

= Rs.5,20,000/-

Suk-Bnfiu^ 

Mr.Umar Hayat
. S.D.O.

Mr.Dilawar Khan.
\ !

•-.
I

/ASHAKHEI^:j ■^''■wwwiniiwwrwwi-''

•■= Rs.5,27,695/- 

-Rs. 22,421/-

au:^_Engineer 

Mr.UmarHayat

■ai I •r I

■r
i

1st R/BiU Vr;N0.51 -N D.ated 22-6-2007 

2"'* F/Bid Vr;l>!o.80-79 dated 25-6-2007

Mr.D’flawarKhan.

!
I

;
Engineer ; 

Mr.Rehmai All i
•t.

■I

^—"■= Vf TiriVM^i COVTi^t!MP house,

1st & F/BiU Vr;Mo.66->t Dated 25-6-2007

Mr.OUawar Khan.

t

= Rs.t, 18,564/- 

Sub Enmneer , 

■'.'■'Mr.Umar Vlayat
I

Cvi»r.ntive Rnalneei 

Mr.Rehmat All .j

X

^^gnA KVIRU
r^fSTRinOTinN SVStFjvl 

1st & mm VriNo.fe-N Dated 21-12-2009

Mr^VousafJan

I«Rl7.61,164/- 

' Siih Engin_5Sjl 
Mr. Umar HayatPvfff.utWe t^.ngine^'

Mr-MaslrLallf.
i-

\
, nA.'rrn A ii'to’ijmm-iAtmAdiiHid,

niQlNC; MAIM
>

'i *» R8.7,02,517/- 

Siih Endnesr 

Mr. Umar Hayat

i";: I
1st & F/BUl'Vr;Mp.26-K Dated 21-12-2009

Mr. Yousaf Jan

\
t ■

Pvpr.iitivg Rnem.^ \
Mr. Nasir Uatlf.

■'i? ;i
i

T.yTir.1^N AT..; INTEBMIi 'F'T .F.CTRTFTCAIiati

VnNo.l4-N Dated 8-6-2010 (Capital Cost)

d 8-6-2010 (Meter Security')

“Rs.3,60,752/-! 

«Rs. 16,000/-,
^1 i

Vr;Mo.l9-T^ Date
•i

. C i'

V

: A
•a.

■ .

br

fipd :: ■ "!l

■i

;■j
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■ government OF'KHYBER PAKVmJNKHWA ^
pubUC health engineering department

- NO.S.OCn/PHED/3-21/2013-14^
Dated Peshawar the 20*^ November. 2013 •V'i

i-'
t

i
The Chi|f Engineer (South)
■Public Health Engineering Department, 
khyber'Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar .

subject* pPVTSFD ADMINISTRATTVP approval

„ ..««.r... i™- '«■»;nssii's? ""
s:i:l^ss;iss ss.^r

. 212/120611(2013-14) with the following break up.

Cost (Rs. In Mtltlons)
ItemsS. No 2.330
Tube Well-
Pumping Chamber/Hut _______ _
Surface Reservoir 10000 Gallons 1 
Pumping Machlnerv/Electrlficatlon | 
Risihq Maln/Dlstrlbution System _* 

sl i Cdjfe^nq well/Infiltratlon Gallery 
Advertisement Charges ‘ ■
Diversion Channel____________ ;
Approach Road
Total   !

1. 1.399
2. 0.555
3. 3.430
4. 14.542

2,6355. •
O.dSQ

7. o.i'ie
8. 0.885
9. 25.972

V!•: t

13 12 2012'and Administrative Approval.was Issued on 01.01.2013 vide letter No. SO(Tech)/PHEp/3 21/20 
3 The revised schedfe yvas approved In DDWP meeUng held on 06.09.2013 and rT|lnutes were circulated vide 
letter No. SO(Tech)/PHED5!3-25/2011-12 dated 13.09.2013. V

■ 4 • Tlie expenditure-involved is chargeable to the functlonal-cum-object classincaUon 05-Envlr^ment
■■'■'"“''protectloro-52-Waste V\/ater Management-0521- Waste Water Management-052102- Works (Rural) Fund No. NC 

120605 under Grant No.52 (Capital), during the current financial year 2013-14, and wogld be Incurred only on the 
fteL, activities mentfoned in the approved PC-I, and would not exceed the allocation for any particular Item/actlvlty.

S The Administrative Approval does not constitute any sanction to the design/rates provided In the cost 
rinancial responsibility of the design/rates rests with the authority competent to accord technical

I

I

4

estimate. The 
sanction to the cost estimate.
6 The sanctioning authority shall' allow appropriate rates after observing all .coda! formantles/standing 
instructions regarding schedule of rates and financial regularity. The work shall be taken In hand after release of 
funds and proper technical sanction of the cost estimate.

Ij.

SECRETARY TO GOVT. OF kHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 
PUBUC HEALTH ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT

I

. ;
P

Copy Is forwarded forinformatloh and.n/a to the:
-1. Addltlonja? Chief Secreta.^ P&D Dep*artment Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

. ■ ■ 2. Secretary' to Governmeijt of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Finance Department Peshawar. 4 
i^.a;ft:^"t>countant Genera! Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
■' ' ^ilihlef of Section (INF).’P&D Department Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, fjeshawar.

• '5. Director Planriing & Monitoring Public Health Engineering Depa^ent Peshawar.
■ ■ ^Superintending Engineer Public Health Engineering Circle Peshawar.

f^XEN Public Health Engineering Division, Nowshera.
• '.V^Ihcharge, Computer Seklon P&D Department Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.

9. Section Officer (B8iA) PHE Department Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Peshawar.
10; Concerned flle/PDWP meeting file.

.!

•/

'/
SECTION OFFICER (TECH)I'l

;

L .•JS*.

1]'
.T •
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!;lr\ Oin-'ICE OF'I'HK G.KNJ'MIAL MANAOKK (OPl'niA'l'ICNS)

WA^'liR & SANITATION SRKVICBS IMiSHAWAR,

LOCAL GOVLKNMENTCOMl'LKX, KllYUEU PAKHTUNKHWA. -.,

'i' Plot//;j:J. St,roul. No. 1:j. So<;t.or E M. PImmrVI1. 1 liiyiiLnbii.l.
St Phone No# ()91-9217»Gy

.,1. .'i,
. V-.’>•

lil
t:’.•;•■V-

■ WSSP '•:I'

H

.*;u
No. . Dated; - 0X*0y'2UI^j/GM (Ops)/l-E

:.. :
j.

The Secretary,
Public Health Engg:;Department, 
Government‘of. KhylWr Pakhtunkhwa 
Peshawar.

‘■i

■ I

Subject: -INQUIRY REGARDING IRREGULARITITIES COMMITTED IN WATER ’
SUPPLY SCHEME ASHA KHEl 5ADU KlIlEL NOWSHERA.

Reference: - Your office letter-No. SO (Estt) / PHtD/ 8-26/2014 dated 27'^ AugOst 2014.
•h
i ..I

Kindly refer to youf/letter under reference anc it is submitted that the incumbent Executive 
Engineer, Public He'alth Engineering Division, Nowshera was requested vide Project Director, 
Bazai Irrigation Project, Mardan letter No. 173U/PD/Bazai/i4/6-E dated 03-07r2014 thiuugi'i 
courier service to provide copies of the relevant documents and details. Reminder letter was 
issued to the-Executive Engineer, Public Health Engineering Division, NdwsheVa vide Project 
Director, Bazai Irri’gation Project, Mardan letter No. 1780/PD/Bazai/14/6-E dated 05-08- 
2014. In the above referred letter dated 03-.07-2014, your office' was also requested to 
nominate the Executive Engineer, Public Health Engineering Division, Nowshera as focal 
person and direct;him to provide us the relevant information at the earliest. In response . 
your office nominated Executive Engineer, Public Health Engineering Division, Nowshera.as 
the focal person vide your office letter No. SO (Estt) / PHED/ 8-26 /2014 dated ll-07-201'1. 
His office has noryet provided the requested- information till date to the rhembers of the 
inu|i.iiiy cumniilU'i.'',
The nominated focal.persdn/Execulive Engineer narhely Shiida Muhammad, Public Health 
Engineering Division, Nowshera had earlier assisted the committee during the initial

• t, ^

-initiation of the inquiry. He was personally contacted by the uridersigned during the month
of July 2014 and was directed to provide the details requested in the above refer letter, who>
in response requested that due to the Ramadan and extreme hot weather'it shall be very 
difficult to'collecf^the field data therefore the same shall be provided after-the Eid ul Piter 
holidays. Later ori he was contacted once again by the undersigned and he narrated that lie

I
has been transferred frorrv Nowshera and the.Sub. Divisional Officer who accompanied tlie

3

i •

b .

I

ll./T- 10^ u. •i
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c inquiry committee during our earlier proceedings of the submitted inquiry^ has also been 
transferred from-^his post. It,seems that the. new incumbent officers have not been made 
aware of the pending important official tasks that needed prompt and timely response. The 
previous officers^who-can be categorized as witnesses have been transferred and the 
incumbent Executive Engineer has not taken up the responsibility of being the focal person 
for the inquiry committee. The incumbent officer iie. Executive Engineer, Public Health 
Engineering Division, Nowshera should have responded to the letters of theiundersigned in 
•the due course.of-time. It i-s-requested that he may be directed to respond promptly to the 
inquiry committee and provide the relevant details/certifications without further delay. •
It has now beeiT learnt through personal contact that the other member Mr. Manzoor 
Ahmed, Director tTransport has proceeded on Ex-Pakistan leave probably tilt 2'“‘ week of 
September ,201'3 due to which the undersigned would like lo- seek advice whether the 
inquiry should, be finalized on the previously available record sirrgic handedly which can be 
done within a we'ek's time or shall wait for the return of the worthy member of the inquiry 

, committee.

in case if it is advised that the inquiry may be finalized after the arrival of the other member 
then it is once again requested that the incumbent Executive Engineer, Public Health 
Engineering Division, Nowshera may be strictly directed to provided , the requested 
details/certiflqation without further delay so as to conclude the assigned task as soon as 
possible.

As requested the undersigned shall finalize the inquiry as soon as possible after receiving 
the necessary advice from your office please.

/
r

• ••

'■i

Engineer. Naslr Ghafoor Khan, 
General Manager (Operations). 
Ceil If 0314 906 1283,

Copy is forwarded for information to tlie;

• Secretary, to Government, KhyberPakhlunkhwa, Irrigation Department, Peshawar.
• Mr. Manzoor Ahmed, Director Transport, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa for information.
• PS to Minister for PHE Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

Executive Engineer, Public Health Engineering 
action at the earliest.

Division, Nowshera for necessary

\) *‘1 l»s
Engineer. Nasir. Ghafoor Khan, 
General Manager (Operations).

/

■ M
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FATA SECRETARIAT
<-\D,MLNMiuTioN.rNmvsTRraT.7<f;&f.rxx«)[\vnfAie>,ufiMi:>i,
WARSAK ROAD PESHAWARA-

-V

.i . Establishment Section

' ; notification--
No.FS/E/PF/1-74/?ni4/1

J Pakht.nkhwa Public Service Con^mission Peshawar, the competent authority (Chief 

Secretary Khyber Pakhtunkhwa) has been pleased to appoint Mr.

"^sident of Village Khourgie Akhundan 
’• (Statistics) in Elementary & Secondary Education Department Khyb 

200-40,000) plus other usual allowances 
. immediate effect on. the following terms and conditions;- 

lERMS & CQNDmnMg.-

!
: :

r

.1
On his selection by the Khyber

r-. i'.. Noor Saeed Khan S/0 

Subject SpecirJis: 

er Pakhtunkhwa in BS- 
as admissible under the rules with

FR Bannu it

■

: C;

; ;

'

!\

ii. He shall be governed by the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Civil Servants Art 1973 -,nd ,|. 
the laws applicable to the Civil Servants and rules framed thereunder

iii. He wilt be governed by such rules and 
Attendance as u •, orders-relating to leave. T.A and fyipriirai

may be prescribed by the Government

He will be on probation initially for a period of one year extendable 00*0

month s notice of termination froi

'determined in accordance with the merit 
Pakhtunkhwa Public Service Commission.

one year.
V.fv''

any reason 
, if hio work

an event, he will be given 
Ti service or one month’s pay in lieu thereof.

one

' Vi.
assigned l^y llie’KIiybei.t./ • .A. I

vii. and'Disc^|fn°a'^^5"RL^s^2mi^and%rvemm" Government Servants (Efficiency
any other^trlj^ltlcns ^hlc^h^ ^ry^be^^^^.ttoTe'rn'^erjS^ [:m'e1ore.-^'

viii. In case i 
thereof, a necessary or in lieu

IX. He will not be entitled to any TA/DA
on appointment.

effect on'TB^o‘li°d''w^frirRs.^OA^sig^TL^du^^ T to this

should be produced in Administration Infrastrucfure Tr Commissioner
Secretariat within a month time. ■ ' ^ Coordination Department FATA

report ‘0 AdmSation, “frasff^^^ I>e should
for duty within 30 days on thfrece D of thk Motr department FATA Secretariat 
Shall be deemed to hL befn cance[?Id appointment

i J

i.
■ 3.

!

ADDITIONAL CHIEF SECRETARY (FATA) W'; <
;

(



r I

\
[ • t

.0.
bated J;i2_/10/2014
Cop^ta-

\ .
■\ .

i
*1.I :KJ:

j % ,.'1

3.;
. Acco'untant General Khybe

j: s?,eSa„srn“«?r ““
6. PS to Chief Secretary Kh'

‘ 9- Individual concerned ’ * ^ Department FATA Se

;i f .

er Pakhtunkhwa

cretariatm ■m
^-2i

(JIBREEL RAZA)’ 
Section Officer (E^tab

r;
*r
1

• 1..; . \

j.

;
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;
i
!

i

f
i

i r

} i

"I
•(

;

■i.

;

I

;
i

■(



1
%le SutJijeCt Speefaii^ Statistics (BPS-17) In 
fei^inentajry And S^tCondary Education 
Departments (AdVt: Wo. 04/2013)

Interviews for these posts were held. The following qualified candidates are to be ^ 
recommended to tlic government for appointment subject to verification of their ' i 
documents / domiciles etc by the Elementary and Secondary Education Department. If 
any discrepancies, found at any stage, the selection / recommendation of the candidate 
will be cancelled accordingly.
S.No Name with Father Name

1 Abdul Hamid S/0 Inzar Gul
2 Ali Shah S/O Mian Shah Laban
3 Asif Khan S/O Noor Muhammad
4 Asif Ullah S/O Safeer Ullah 

Aurang Zeb Khan S/O Nawar Khan
6 Ayaz Gul S/O Awal Gul 

Fazal Akbar S/O Amin Gul
8 Hidayat Ullah Khan S/O Bakht Malook
9 Irfan Ullah S/O Amanullah
10 Jamshid Khan S/O Sar Anjam Khan
11 Kifayat Ullah S/O Muhammad Iqbal Khan
12 Kifayat Ullah S/O Sabz Ali
13 Mian Rahman S/O Ghulam Noor

District
Swat/3
Swat/3
Mardan/2
Peshawar/2
FR Bannu/1
Karak/4
Moh: Agy/1
Swat/3
Peshawar/2
FR Bannu/1
Swat/3
Nowshera/2
MaIakand/3

1^..

A.

14 Miskeen Khan S/O Haya Klian
Muhammad Asif Klian S/O Muhammad Miskeen 

16 Muhammad Azam Khan S/O Muhammad Zahir KhanDir/3
Muhammad Kamran S/O Asad Khan

18 Muhammad Naveed S/O Muhammad Bashir
19 Muhammad Tufail S/O Muhammad Aslam
20 Mukhtiar Ahmad S/O^Hazarat Umar 

Mumtiaz Khan S/O Muhammad Amir Khan
22 Naqeeb Ahmad S/O Saeed Ahmad 

'\,^23 ^ Nbbr Saeed Khan S/O Nizam Khan
24 Noor Zaman S/O Gul Mir Khan
25 Rambil Khan S/O Mian Gul
26 Sajjad Ahiuad S/O Fazli Rabbi 

Shaf] ur Rehman S/O Said Rehman
28 Shakir Ali S/O Muhammad Ishaq
29 Shoukat Zeb S/O Alam Zeb
30 Wajid Ali S/O Muhammad Irshad

Moh: Agy/1 
Mansehra/5

u'.

15
J

17 Peshawar/2 
Abbotabad/5 
DI Khan/4 
Mardan/2

V^21 NW Agy/1
Dir/3
FR Bannu/1>
Karak/4
Peshawar/2
Swabi/2
Tank/4
Peshawar/2
Mardan/2
Abbotabad/5

r

27
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(
KHYBER PAKHTIJNKWA SERVICE TRIBUNAL. PESHAWAR 1

Dated 5 / 6 / 2017No. 1456 /ST

To
The Secetary Public Health Enginering Department, 
Government of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa,
Peshawar.

.lUDGlMENT IN APPEAL NO. 230/2016. MR. IMTIAZ MOHUAMMAaSubject: -

I am directed to forward herewith a certified copy of Judgement dated 
10.5.2017 passed by this Tribunal on the above subject for strict compliance. I

fnd: As above

tjISTP^ 
KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA 

SERVICE TRIBUNAL 
PESHAWAR.

\
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